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Current Topics. 


Mr. Justice Sankey and the Coal Commission, 


WE HAVE become accustomed during the war to judges being 
diverted from their proper duties to render assistance to the 
State in other ways, and we should certainly not criticise the 
provision of the Coal Industry Commission Act under which 
the Commission is to be a Judge of the 
Supreme Court. Section 1 enumerates a number of matters 
for the consideration of the Commission, the first being the 
wages and hours of work in the various grades of colliery 
workers, and on these points an interim report is to be made 
‘as soon as practicable.’’ For this work, which, as is well 
known, is of the gravest importance, Mr. Justice Sankey has 
been chosen, and he has been able to assist the Government by 
an assurance that, apart from accidents, or circumstances which 
he cannot foresee, and are, in his judgment, unforeseeable, 
the report will be ready by 20th March. Having regard to the 
difficulty and complexity of the task,.the time is short enough. 
It is significant and satisfactory that a High Court Judge 
is looked to to rush itethrough, and yet perform it thoroughly. 


the Chairman of 


The New Restriction on Capital Issues 
We PRINT elsewhere a new Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tion which is intended to perpetuate and make effective the 
restriction on capital issues introduced in January, 1915. 
At that time the Treasury claimed that no fresh issues of 
capital should be made without their approval. This 
for the purpose of ‘‘ husbanding the financial resources of the 
country with a view to the successful prosecution of the war +: 
But no power was obtained to make effective the prohibition 
of the issue of fresh capital without Treasury senction, and 
there has been no means of enforcing such approval for the 
last four years, save in the case of securities quoted on the 
Stock Exchange. As regards these, Treasury approval was 
required by clause 4 (3) of the Regulations for the Re-opening 
of the Stock Exchange in January, 1915. The eflect has 
been that a certain freedom has been left in carrying out 
financial arrangements affecting private companies, and 
though in genera] Treasury approval has been applied for, 
yet. we believe this has not been universally the case, and 
business men have been left to judge whether a proposed 
transaction was. in fact, detrimental to national interests. 
Under the new Regulation this freedom is withdrawn, and it 
will be an offence punishable under the Regulations to make 
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any new issue of capital, and to do many other things 
common in financial arrangements, including even the sub- 
dividing or consolidating of shares, or even, under certain cir- 
cumstances. the purchase and sale of shares, without Treasury 
approval. Why, after the matter has been left without effective 
sanction during the active period of the war, this stringency 
should be introduced just when private enterorise should be 
reviving we do not profess to know Prima facie it is an 
additional fetter put on business just at the wrong moment. 
And we gather it is already recognized that the regulation has 
been made without due consideration 


Barristers and Solicitors in the Overseas 
Dominions. 

THE RESULT of the poll of the Law Society on “‘ fusion 
is not available at the time of writing, but, even if in favour 
of the step, it will leave plenty of time for consideration cf 
the practical aspects of the question. It is interesting, there- 
fore, amid much speculative argument, to consider what are 
the prevailing conditions in this respect in other parts of 
the British Empire and in the United States. With us, of 
course, the distinction between the two branches of the pro- 
fession is well marked, and they are under totally different 
Barristers are admitted by, and after 


” 


governing bodies 
adnv¥ssion are subject to the disciplinary control of, the Inns 
of Court. The Inns exercise these rights solely by virtue 
of custom, and the rights have never been affected by either 
the Crown or Parliament. The status of solicitors, on the 
other hand, is regulated by statute, and admission and dis- 
cipline rest with the Law Society, subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Master of the Rolls and the High Court. In Canada 
the distinction between barristers and solicitors is maintained, 
but in the various provinces the admission to each branch 
rests by statute with the Law Society of the province, and 
the same person may be both barrister and solicitor: while in 
Newfoundland only a person who is already a solicitor can 
be admitted as a barrister. In Australasia the distinction is in 
most States still retained, and admission is subject in the 
different States to Boards variously constituted Details 
are given in an article, ‘‘ Conditions of Admission to the Legal 
Profession throughout the British Empire,’’ by Mr. C. E. A 
BEDWELL. in the Journal of the Soctety for Com parative 
Legislation (N. 8. Vol. 12 (1911), p. 209) 


Fusion in Queensland and Victoria. 

Bur 1n QUEENSLAND fusion was effected by the Legal Practi 
tioners Act of 1881, which contained the following provi- 
sion 7 

1. From and after the passing of this Act, notwithstanding any 
statute or rule or order or practice or regulation of Court to the 
contrary, every person now practising, or who mav hereafter be 
admitted to practise, as a barrister in the Supreme Court may also 
practise as a solicitor, and every solicitor heretofore admitted, or 
who shall hereafter be duly admitted may practise also as a 
barrister 

By section 2, any solicitor of five years’ standing was made 
eligible for appointment as a Judge of the Supreme Court or 
District Court In Victoria the same change was made in 
1891 by the statute known in its revised form as the Legal 
Profession Practice Act, 1915. This provided, by section 4, 
that barristers admitted before 23rd November, 1891, should 
be deemed to have been admitted as solicitors as from such 
date, and should be entitled to practise as solicitors as well 
as barristers. and persons admitted as solicitors should 
similarly be deemed to have been admitted as barristers: and 
the Act proceeded 

5. After the commencement of this Act no person shall be 
admitted to practise as a barrister or s jicitor solelv. but every 
person admitted by the Supreme Court shall be admitted to practise 
as a barrister and solicitor 

6. No person shall by reason of sex be deemed to be under any 
disability for admission to practise as a barrister and solicitor of 
the Supreme Court, any law or usage to the contrary notwith 
standing. 

An interesting note on the effect of this Act will be found 
in 18 L. Q. R., p. 15 11902). It is by Mr. J. R. Macvire, 





of the Victoria Bar. ‘According to him the Act had failed in 
its direct purpose, and the two branches of the profession 
remained distinctly separate. Barristers continued to act as 
such, and took their instructions from solicitors, while there 
was scarcely an instance of a solicitor attempting to perform 
the double réle. ‘‘ The Act has had so little effect on the 
general practice that the object of saving expense to the 
client by one man being employed to conduct a case through- 
out has scarcely been tested.’’ This, of course, was while 
the Act was new, and the fusion may be more complete now. 
Indeed, Mr. Macurre said that the new order of things 
seemed to have checked men going to the Bar, and he sug- 
gested that ultimately the distinction would be between 
general practitioners and specialists; and, further, that the 
breaking down of the distinction between the two branches 
would lead to a deterioration in the general culture and in- 
tellectual training of lawyers. Mr. Bepwett says, in the 
article referred to above, that in South Africa there is a 
marked desire to keep the two branches distinct. 


Fusion in the United States. 

In tHE United States there is, as is well known, no formal 
distinction between barristers ani solicitors, and the same 
lawyer can conduct the whole of a case from beginning to 
end ; but the natural process of tho division and specialization 
of work prevents this from beimg done except in cases of 
small importance, or by lawyers who can afford to concentrate 
their attention on the case. In practice the advocate or 
specialist either works in partnership with other lawyers, 
who can attend to practical details and leave him free either 
for court work or for research, as the case may be; or, with- 
out a partnership, he accepts instruction from other lawyers, 
just as counsel do here, with the variation that the instructions 
from the client may come originally to him, and then he 
hands over the details to other lawyers whom he himself selects, 
and who, in effect, are his ‘‘ juniors.’’ But the junior may also 
be retained directly by the client. In fact, there is, we 
understand, the same division as here between advocates’ work 
and solicitors’ and conveyancers’ work. According to Lord 
Bryce (American Commonwealth, 1911 ed., II., 672), the 
leading counsel of a city resemble barristers; the average 
practitioner of the smaller places and rural districts are 
more like’an English solicitor; but he considers the average 
lecal knowledge of American lawyers higher than in England. 
An American city practitioner, he says, is a better all-round 
man than either an average barrister or an average solicitor. 
‘On the other hand, it must be admitted that England 
possesses more men eminent as draftsmen, though, perhaps, 
fewer eminent in patent cases, and that much American busi- 
ness, especially in State courts, is done in a way which 
European critics might find lax and siovenlv.’’ And we have 
heard the superiority of English draftsmanship observed upon 
by others. Lord Bryce sums up on pp. 676-8 the advantages 
and disadvantages of the two systems, but to this we shall have 
the opportunity of returning. We may, however, profitably 
quote his conclusion 
‘Looking at the question as a whole, I doubt whether a study of 

the American arrangements is calculated to commend them for 
imitation. or to induce England to allow her historic bar to be 
swallowed up and vanish in the more numerous branch of the pro 
fession. These arrangements, however, suggest some useful minor 
changes in the present English rules. The passage from each branch 
to the other might be made easier ; barristers might be permitted to 
form open (as they now sometimes do covert) partnerships among 
themselves; students of both branches might be educated and 
examined together in the professional law schools, as they are now 
with admittedly good results, in the universities.’ 


The Effect of Fusion on Litigation. 

Ir witt be seen from the tenor of the above remarks, and 
from our former observations on the matter, that we are in 
no hurry to form a definite conclusion, and that we recognize 
that there is, as Mr. Frepertck WALKER said at the meeting 
of the City of London Solicitors’ Company, which we report 
elsewhere, a good deal to be said on both sides of the question. 
Considering the diversity of practice which prevails through- 
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out’ English-speaking countries, it would be singular if this 
were not so. As we have already pointed out, the separation 
of the two branches for the purpose of conveyancing and 
advising is merely an instance of division of work which pre- 
vails for purposes of convenience. It imposes no appreciable 
burden on the public, and is in the interest both of the pro- 
fession and of clients. And it is quite possible, and, indeed, 
probable, that the same division of work would prevail under 
fusion. The real question at issu> depends on the separation 
of the two branches for the purposes of litigation, and the 
gist of the argument in favour of a change seems to lie in 
the fancied saving on counsel’s fees. But to judge of the 
validity of this, it is- necessary to put out of account those 
cases in which the client insists on having a famous counsel, 
who, he knows, will want a corresponding fee. We have little 
doubt that fees of that nature will have to be paid under 
such circumstances, whether fusion prevails or not. The rea! 
point is whether, under the system of the employment of 
counsel at usual fees, there would be any pecuniary gain to 
the client by eliminating counsel. Sometimes, no doubt, there 
would be, but, in general, it is by no means clear that this would 
be so. On the other hand, the employment of counsel secures 
undoubted advantages in the efficient conduct of cases and— 
at any rate, as regards ordinary matters—the rapid and easy 
despatch of court work. Causes célébres are on a different 
footing, and, whatever the system, they will always cost time 
and money. 





Notice to Quit. 


In THESE days, when houses are so scarce and a notice to 
quit is, consequently, a serious matter, the question whether 
such a notice is valid is one of exceptional interest. An 
important decision on this point has been recently giyen by 
Astsury, J., in the case of Croft v. W. F. Blay (Limited) 
(Times, 20th ult.). The case is also interesting in that it 
removes some long-standing doubts and modifie; the state 
ments of many text-books on the subject. The facts of the 
case were shortly these :—Under an agreement of 15th Novem- 
ber, 1915, the plaintiff let premises to the defendants for one 
year and one-eighth of a year from 11th November, 1915. The 
tenancy, therefore, came to an end at Christmas, 1916, but 
the tenant remained in possessioa, and on 8th June, 1917, 
gave the plaintiff notice to quit at Christmas, 1917. The 
plaintiff contended that the notice to quit was bad on the 
ground that it ought to have expired on the anniversary of 
the beginning of the term. The defendants, on the other 
hand, argued that ‘their yearly tenanty began at the end 
of the old tenancy, namely, Christmas, 1916, and, therefore, 
the six months’ notice to determine at Christmas, 1917, was 
good. It was submitted by the plaintiff that the proposition 
for which he contended had long been accepted, and has for 
many years been treated as established in the text-books, 
amongst which WoopFraLL, Foa, and Hatssury'’s Laws of 
England were referred to. The difficulty seems to have 
originated in the old case of Doe v. Dobell (4 Q. B. 806), and 
the statement in the fourth edition of Smith’s Leading Cases, 
edited by Wittes and Keatinc, JJ. But Asrsvury, J., in 
a lucid and convincing judgment, shewed that the plaintiff's 
contention was wrong. The law, he said, was accurately 
stated in Smith’s Manual of Landlord and Tenant, published 
in 1871, as follows: ‘‘ When a person has entered and be- 
come by implication tenant from year to year, such tenancy 
may be determined by the usual notice to quit at the end 
of the first or any subsequent year thereof.’’ He added that 
it was one of the fundamentals of « ténancy from year to 
year that it could not, in the absence of express agreement, 
be put an end to before the expiration of twelve months. 
The doubt, therefore, that has lingered for so many years 
round the point has been traced to its source and dispelled, 
and it seems to be now settled that in ali such cases the notice 
to quit must be given to end on the anniversary of the deter- 
mination of the term. 


Theft by Wife from Husband. 


Tux o-p doctrine of the common law that husband and 
wife are one person has long ceased to have much real mean- 
ing. Equity, with its doctrine of the separate use, and a 
series of nineteenth century statutes, have put an effective end 
to it for all practical purposes. But every now and then it 
urvives 1n unexpected ways to create an anomaly or per- 
petuate an abuse. No better example of this can be found 
than the recent case of R. v. Creamer (Times, 25th ult.), 
which the Court of Criminal Appeal considered so difficult 
that it ordered a rehearing of the argument on the appeal 
before a full court of five judges. Here the wife of a soldier, 
during her husband’s absence at the front, robbed him of 
£692 in Treasury notes and gold, his lifelong savings, which 
he kept, rather unwisely, in acash-box She spent the money 
with a Canadian soldier, who in fact was her paramour. Both 
were ultimately indicted at Folkestone Borough Sessions on 
in indictment containing two counts, the first of which charged 
both jointly with larceny and vhe second with receiving. The 
jury convicted the woman of larceny and her paramour of 
receiving the stolen property. Now it is quite clear that 
at common law neither husband nor wife could be convicted 
of stealing property belonging to the other, because in law 
such property was the common possession of both, or, rather, 
of the husband, as representative of the new personality 
created by the sacramental union: #. v. Streeter (1900, 1 
K. B. 601). But the Married Women’s Property Act 
of 1882 converted all the property of women subsequently 
married into their own separate estate, and section 36 of the 
consolidating Larceny Act, 1916, made it a criminal offence 
for either spouse to steal the property of the other after 
desertion or with intent to desert. In such a case, whenever 
the spouse could be convicted of larceny, a person knowingly 
receiving the stolen property could be convicted of “‘ receiv- 
iny ‘This was decided in 2. v. Payne (1906, 1 K. B. 47). 
It seems to follow that here the wife could be convicted of 
larceny and her paramour of receiving only if she was living 
apart from or intended to live apart from her husband at 
the date of the crime. But «4 married woman, merely 
separated from her husband by the exigencies of his compul- 
sory absence on military service or other duty, is in law 
‘‘ living together ’’ with her husband (Marshall v. Malden, 
87 L. J. K. B. 491); and her adultery, under these circum- 
stances, is not proof of an intent to abandon him: &. v. Aing 
(10 Cr. App. R. 44). It followed that the woman was not 
here guilty of larceny, as was in fact held in &. v. James 
(1902, 1 K. B. 540),.and that her paramour could not be 
guilty of receiving. In strict logic there is really no answer 
to this kind of reasoning, and the Court quashed a conviction 
of the paramour in accordance with it. Curiously enough, the 
woman, who had also been convicted, did not appeal; but, 
holding that conviction to have been bad in law, the Court 
recommended the Home Secretary to grant her a pardon. 


Marine or War Perils. 


YET ANOTHER interesting case (British India Steam Naviga- 
tron Co. v. Green and Others, Times, 22nd ult.) has arisen 
on the now very familiar point whether a torpedoed ship 
has been lost as the result of a ‘‘ marine peril’’ or of 
‘“ hostile operations.’’ Under the common form mercantile 
arrangements in force during the war, we hardly need say, @ 
loss due to “‘ perils of the sea ’’ is borne by the underwriters, 
one due to “ hostile or warlike operations by or against the 
King’s enemies ’* is covered by a separate ‘‘ war risks ’’ 
policy. In the present case a steamer under convoy in the 
Mediterranean ran on a reef, and, while lying there, was 
torpedoed by an enemy submarine and became a total loss. 
The question, of course, is whether the grounding on the reef 
was the causa proxima of the torpedoing, and therefore of 
the total loss, in which case the loss would be dug to a marine 
peril, or whether it was merely a contributory but not a neces- 
sary cause, in which latter case the submarine would be the 
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causa proxima and the policy against war risks would bear 
the loss. Now, Mr. Justice BatLuacue took the common sense 
view that the stranding was obviously the real cause of the 
it exposed the vessel to the special danger of being tor- 
pedoed. But he did not hold the loss to be thereby—as one 
might have expected—due to the marine peril. On the con- 
trary, he introduced an ingenious, but convincing subtlety. 
For the ship was under convoy when she stranded, and her 
duty while under convoy was to obey all directions as to 
navigation she might receive from the naval officer in com- 
the ¢ Therefore, he held, her actions while 
under convoy were the result of warlike operations against 
the King’s enemies. If, then, her stranding arose out ofther 
obedience to navigation orders, she was stranded as the result 
of ‘* warlike operations,’’ and that is a war risk, not a marine 
peril. So the question became one of fact, was her stranding 
the result of the master’s negligent navigation or her blind 
obedience to orders. Obviously the burden of proof is on him 
who alleges negligence, except only in a case of res ipsa 
and this is not such, Indeed, omnut pra sumuntur 


loss ; 


mand oft “ort 


loquitur P 


rete acta esse creates a presumption of fact that a ship obeys 
public navigation orders in the absence of evidence to the 
contrary So warlike operations occasioned the navigating 
order, which occasioned the stranding, 


was due to a war peril 


and therefore the loss 


Waste of Time in the Divisional Courts. 
Divisional Courts of the 


Bench Division cannot have been surprised to hear how 
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King’ 
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three of these Courts, sitting concurrently, waited in vain for 
whi h, for some unkn wh reason, were not ripe tor heat 
The 
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attend the hearing of a case, the circumstances of which he has 


ing, o1 ame yunsel has generally 


by the c il! 
often summoned unexpectedly to 


only a transacted 


organized tribunal 
forgotten, though he may at some remote time have read the 
papers The girth of the brief 
large, and he is apt to think that the point at issue is one of 
little importance. But let may turn on the 
construction of obscure sections of a statute which may already 
the 
which do not always find their way into the regular reports. 
The result is that counsel are ill-prepared to furnish the Court 
with the a 


is small, the fee is seldom 


him beware. It 


have been ubject of conflicting decisions of the Courts 


tance nece ary for a due appre lation of the Case, 
time is wasted in a struggle to separate the law from the facts, 
and the case, owing to some misapprehension, is sent back for 
involving The Court 

consi two judges, but the presiding judge 
thinks sometimes that the dignity of the tribunal is enhanced 
by the addition of a third judge, causing a depletion of the 
| staff. The absence of counsel at the hearing is the 
cause of much irritation on the Bench, as well of waste of time 
It might, we think, be diminished by refusing to hear counsel 
who arrive after the case is called on, and give no satisfactory 
reason One remedy might possibly be a 
restriction of the right of appeal in county court cases, so as to 
s ordinarily transacted by 
singular that no 
for their abolition 
nade during the last twenty-five years. 


imendment, waste of money and delay. 
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progress has been made with the proposa 


which have been freely 


any case, 


written Parliamentary reply to Mr. Kennedy 
who asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer if he would state what 
moneys resulting from aircraft insurance were in the hands of 
mpanies who, on behalf of the Government, 
whether such surplus moneys exceeded eever 
ind what were the intentions of the Government re 
‘The m esulting from aircraft wv 
surance the hands of the various insurance companies who, on behalf 
f the Government, effected aircraft imeurance, are purely nominal, as 
they have been regularly paid over to the Government in monthly 
accounts in accordance with agreement. The excess of premium over 
payments, which amounts to 10 millions of course, gone into 
the National Exchequer 


nsuTance < 
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effected aircraft inemrance . 
i ne sterling ; 
specting such surplus, said 


Neys 


vel hes 





The Late Mr. E. T. Jaques. 


We have heard with great regret of the sudden death of 
Mr. Epwarp TyrRELL Jaques, who was well known both as 
a busy lawyer—he was in partnership with his nephew, Mr. 
W. H. V. Jaques (Jaques & Co.), at 8, Ely-place, Holborn 
Circus—and, to a wider circle, as a charming and erudite 
author. Only a month since we had the pleasure of publishing 
n article by him, giving a sketch of Lord HaLsBpury many years 
ago in the Court of Appeal, and we have always been glad to 
bearing pen-name of “‘ Christian 
Tearle He was at work up till Tuesday of last week, but 
then pneumonia developed, and he died on Monday last. He 
leaves a widow and two young children; and his genial dis- 
position and his keen interest. in life brought him many friends 


have contributions his 


who will mourn his loss as sincerely as we do. 


His literary reputation will rest mainly on the httle book 
of poems which he collected under the title of ‘ The Gardens of 
Gray's Inn, and Other Verses,’’ and on his “‘ Charles Dickens 
in Chancery In the latter he traced out with much research 
the litigation which arose out of infringements of Dickens’ 
rights in the ‘‘ Christmas Carol,’’ and other litigation in which 
the famous novelist became involved, such as that in Bradbury 
v. Dickens (27 53), a case on the dissolution of his 
partnership in Household Words. And mingled with much 
interesting information about Dickens’ lawsuits, there is a 
running accompaniment of gleanings as to the courts and the 
judges of the middle of the last century, which makes the book 
invaluable as a contribution to the history of the law and 


Beav 


lawyers at a critic ind most interesting stage 


In ‘‘ The Gardens of Gray’s Inn,’’ Mr. Jaques shewed the 
same mastery over the details of legal history, but here these 
extended to an earlier period, and lawyers will always take 
delight in the poem which gives its name to the volume and 
carnes the reader back to the Gray’s Inn of Bacon’s day, and 
still more perhaps in the fancied revelry which is pourtrayed 
in ‘‘ The Ghosts of Lincoln’s Inn,’’ when the shades of all the 
famous lawyers from the days of Queen EL1zaBETH downwards 
are made to join in the mirth of Candlemas Night; the 
litigants, too, are not forgotten— 


lekroyd whistles to Smithson’s reel; 
Sibley and Perry are toe and heel.”’ 


But ‘‘ Christian Tearle’s ’’ muse was not confined to the law 
and its antiquities and humours. It strayed into more human 
paths, and ‘‘ The Love that is Young ’’—to take that for an 
example—has a refrain the melody of which lingers in the 
memory, though this may not be the place and occasion to 
quote it. We may, however, not unfittingly refer to the verses, 
‘‘ No Tears for Him,’’ which Mr. Jaques contributed to our 
columns at a very early period in the war (58 SoricrTors’ 
JournaL, 834). They were written in memory of Capt 
BerTRAND Stewart, who fell in September, 1914, and we are 
glad to know that they have been a source of consolation in 
other cases of loss :- 


‘* And we who tread a narrow round, 

And ply the calling that was his 

Mourn with thanksgiving, having found 
An inspiration, even this— 

As he, our brother, played the game, 
Be our horizon opened wide, 

That we may share his loftier aim 
And live the better that he died! ”’ 


Fittingly with his own words we can take leave of a friend 
who not in war, indeed, but in peace so happily combined the 
business, everyday side of life with its mare liberal aspects. 
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Sales of Land under the Timber Orders 


Tue Home-Grown Timber Prices Order, 1918, which was made 
by the Board of Trade under the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions on 26th March, 1918 (62 SoLicirors’ JouRNAL, 442), 
prohibited the sale or purchase, or the offering for sale or pur 
chase, of any timber grown in the United Kingdom at prices 
exceeding, for timber standing or felled in the wood, those set 
forth in Schedule A thereto. This schedule fixes maximum 
prices, not only for oak, ash, and elm, but also for birch, pine, 
chestnut and other woods. This Order appears to be still in 
force. The Timber Control Order, 1918, was made by the 
Board of Trade under the above regulations on 16th Julv, 
1918 (62 Sottcrrors’ JournaL, 705, 706); and Part II. there- 
of (including paragraphs 6 to 13) was revoked on 5th 
December, 1918, by the Timber Control (Amendment No. 2) 
Order, 1918, without prejudice to any act or matter done or 
suffered, or to any prosecution or proceeding instituted or 
penalty incurred thereunder (63 So.icrrors’ JourNAL, 138). 
Unfortunately, the revocation of the Timber Control Order 
does not entirely expunge its provisions from the law. They 
have still to be considered in examining the validity of sales 
of land, with timber above ten thousand cubic feet in contents 
thereon, made during the continuance of the Order. 


Paragraph 10 of the Timber Control Order, 1918, required 
the vendor by private contract of the estate or land, with the 
timber growing thereon, whereof the contents (excluding 
hedgerow trees) exceeded ten thousand cubic feet, to submit 
to the Controller of Timber Supplies before completion full 
particulars concerning the timber thereon at the date of the 
contract; and made the sale void, so far as it related to the 
timber thereon, unless a permit was thereupon granted by or 
on behalf of the Controller. Paragraph 11 of this Order re 
quired the auctioneer or the vendor, where an estate or interest 
in land with the timber growing thereon, whereof the content 
(excluding hedgerow trustees) exceeded ten thousand cubi 
feet, was offered for sale by auction, to submit to the Con- 
troller full particulars of the timber, together with a valua- 
tion thereof on the basis of Scliedule A of the Home-Grown 
Timber Prices Order, 1918 ; and provided, that unless a permit 
was granted, either to the auctioneer or the vendor, such timber 
should be excluded from the sale of the land. This paragraph 
further erfcted that a permit granted thereunder might pro 
vide that the sale should not be completed as regards the 
timber unless and until a permit had been granted by or on 
behalf of the Controller to the person who was declared to 
be the purchaser ; and.t required the conditions of sale to pro 
vide accordingly. It also required the valuation of the timber 
to be announced in all cases at the time of sale. By section 12 
of the Order, the expression ‘‘ timber ’’ in paragraphs 19 and 
11 of this Order included all trees of pit-prop size and over, 
other than orchard trees. And by section 20, infringements 
of this Order were made summary offences against the Defence 
of the Realm Regulations. 

The principal effect of the above provisions was to make 
special conditions of sale necessary on sales of land, with 
timber above ten thousand cubic feet in contents growing 
thereon ; especially on sales of land, with such timber growing 
thereon, at one price, including the timber. For the Order, 
though it made the sale void as regards the timber, if no per 
mit was granted, did not provide that in that event the value 
of the timber should be deducted from the price. It was there- 
fore necessary to make special stipulations providing that, if 
no permit should be granted, either (if so desired) the entire 
sale both of land and timber should be void, or else the 
price agreed upon should be reduced by the value of the 
timber, and the timber, with all necessary powers to enter 
and fell it, should be excepted and reserved to the vendor in 


the conveyance of the land sold. Such stipulations are.now 


no longer required. 
The Timber Control Order also omitted to provide what 
should be the effect of a conveyance of land, with timber above 


© ten thousand cubic feet in contents crowing thereon, executed 





| in pursuance of a sale made without obtaining the required 
permit and in contravention of the Order. If such a sale were 
made by private contract, the Order made it void so far as 
related to the timber. If such a sale were made by auction, 
the Order declared that the timber should be excluded from 
the sale; and that, where a timber permit was required to be 
issued to the purchaser, the sale should not be completed, as 
regards the timber, unless and until such permit had been 
granted. And infringements of the Order were made offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations; so that sales 
made in contravention of the Order appear to be illegal, and 
not merely void contracts. But the Order did not expressly 
provide that a conveyance on sale under a contract contra 
vening the Order should be void, or that on such a conveyance 
the timber should ipse facto be severed from the land and 
excepted to the vendor. A question arises, therefore, whether 
the provisions of the Order can be construed as having the 
effect of excepting and severing the timber on such a con- 
veyance, or whether the case falls within the general law 
governing a conveyance of property made in pursuance of an 
illegal contract. 

This law is that, where the contract only is illegal, a con 
veyance made in fulfilment of the contract is not inoperative, 
but takes effect according to its purport and as against the 
grantor as a legal assurance; and neither the property con- 
veyed nor the price paid for it can be recovered back. Thus 
the sale of any land by way of lottery is expressly prohibited 
and made void by statute; but if a conveyance be executed in 
fulfilment of such a sale, containing a covenant to pay part 
of the price, the conveyance cannot be set aside by the vendor, 
though the covenant is void (see Doe v. Roberts,2B. & A 
367 KF she Vv Bridae ™ 3 E & B 642. Aye ratyv Je nkene. L R 
16 Eq. 275, 284). So, also, it appears that a lease granted 
under an illegal agreement cannot be set aside by the lessor 
during the term, notwithstanding that he cannot sue for the 
rent or on the covenants in the lease (see Gas Light d&: Coke Co 
v. Turner, 6 Bing. N. C. 324, 327, 329; NSmeth v. Whate, 
a Eq 626: U ppill v. Wreght, 1911, 1 K. B. 506) On 
consideration of these cases it is thought that they are quite 
as strong as, if not stronger than, that of a breach of the pro 
visions of the Timber Control Order on a sale by private con 
tract or on a sale by auction, where no timber permit was 
required to be issued to the purchaser In these cases the 
Order seems at most to have prohibited the sale of the timber 
only without a permit; and it is thought that any conveyance 
of land, with timber growing thereon, executed in fulfilment 
of such a sale made during the continuance of the Order, would 
operate to convey to the grantor the timber as part of the 
land; although, as regards the timber, such assurance would 
appear to have been a voluntary conveyance (see Doe v 
PRoherts, 2 B. & A. 367, 370). But where the sale was by 
auction and the vendor’s permit provided that the sale should 
not he completed, as regards the timber, unless and until a 
timber permit should have been granted to the purchaser, it 
would appear that the case is different, and that a conveyance 
executed in contravention of this provision is prohibited. If 
so, it would seem that the conveyance of the timber without 
the required permit would be illegal, and_ therefore 
void (see Chapman vy. Michaelson, 1909, 1 Ch. 238, 
decided on the Money-lenders Act, 1900, s. 2 (la)): 
and it might be argued that the effect of such a con 
veyance is to except the timber and sever it in law from the 
land. But even if this were the case, it does not appear that 
the vendor could successfully bring any action, as plaintiff, to 
get, possession of the timber: for the Timber Control Order 
was made, not to protect owners of timber, but in the public 
interest; and that being so, the law would not permit the 
vendor to allege his own wrong: see Doe v Roherts (wha sup.) 
Having regard to these questions, it is thought that on a 
subsequent sale or mortgage of land, with timber above ten 
thousand cubic feet in contents thereon, which has been con 
veyed in fulfilment of a sale made during the continuance of 
the Timber Control Order, 1918, the purchaser or mortgagee 
should require proof that such sale was, as regards the timber. 
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lawiuuy euected. And it is thought that, in the case of a 
subsequent sale, the pur haser would be entitled to make this 
requisition ; lor whenever a vendor puts forward any assurance 
as one of the links in his title, he is bound to prove that all 
legal lformailitie } ssary to ensure its complete operation 
(such as registration in Middlesex or Yorkshire) have been 
observed. Such proof of the validity of sales made during 
the continuance of the Timber Control Order can only be 
afforded by production of the timber permit or permits neces 
sary in the circumstances of the case ; so that every such permit 
appears to be a document of title to the land to which it relates. 
The counsel or solicitor advising such a purchaser or mort 
gagee shou whether the sale completed by the con 
veyance in question was made by private contract or by 
auction, and require the necessary timber permit or permit 
to be abstracted and produced. If the sale was made by 
private contract, one timber permit only would have been 
necessary [f the sale was made by auction, inspection of the 


vendor's permit how if a further permit to the purchase 


was required iat permit also should be called for If 
the necessary ber permit or permits cannot be produced, 
the quest! n bove ited will have to be considered It is 
thought that the balance of probability is in favour of the 
view that, even if the timber were bought under an illegal! 
obtain a title 
thereto, which would practically be indefeasible. But this is 
not certain until the point shall actually be decided. And it 
iv case the vendor would, in the first 


contract, the haser would nevertheless 


is thought 
instance, | ( to furnish proof of the legality of the con- 


tract, if he uld All timber permits granted should, o 


course, be carefully preset ved as documents of title 
We have seen that the Home-Grown Timber Prices Order, 


ber, of whatever con- 


1918, prohibits the sale of standing tin 
tents, at prices higher than the maximum prices thereby fixed 
The effect of this seems to be that where land with timber 
growing thereon is sold, and it 1 stipulated that the timber 


shall be paid for at a valuation, the price so fixed for the 


timber must not exceed the maximum prices allowed by the 
Order. It is thought, however, that a conveyance of land in 
completion of a ale made in contravention of this Order would 
the general law above stated. 


be governed by 
T. CyPRIAN WILLIAMS 


The New German Election System. 
By Cuartes Hexry Hepericu, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of the 
' United States Supreme Court Bar; and Ruicnarp K.vé, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court London 

Tae German Provisional Government in Proclamation of 12th 
November 1918. ceclared that all elections should thereafter be 
on the basis of equal, secret, direct and universal suffrage, under 
tional voting, exercisable by all persons over 


a system 
without distinction of sex, and leaving the 


twenty years 
details to be fixed by subsequent legislation 

Except for the adoption of woman's suffrage, this Proclamation 
announces no principles that have not had a practical application 
in older German election laws, national or State. In addition to 
establishing the basis of national suffrage, its chief value lies in 
furnishing the groundwork for an unification of the State election 
laws. 

These differed widely under the old régime. In Bavaria, Baden, 
Oldenburg and Alsace-Lorraine, equal, secret and direct manhood 
suffrage prevailed, with the additional requirement, in Bavaria, 
of the payment of direct taxes. Saxe-Coburg-Gotha and Schwarz 
burg-Bondershausen had equal and secret, but indirect suffrage 
The Hanseatic Cities and Wiirttemberg used partly an universal, 
direct and secret suffrage, partly a system based on other principles. 
Wiirttemberg had a serutin§ de liste, Hamburg a form of propor 
tional voting. Saxony and Oldenburg had systems of plural voting. 
The Prussian system of class-voting was also in force in Waldeck, 
and in a limited sense in Brunswick and Saxe-Altenburg. In fact, 
almost every system of election was employed in one or the other 
of the German States in choosing the State Parliaments with an 
aggregate membership approximating 2,200. 

For the election of members of the Reichstag, the German Con- 
stitution, adopted at the time of the founding of the Empire, pro- 
vided that the Election Law of 31st May, 1869, should continue in 





force until modified, and further provided for the representation of 
the South German States. The distribution of seats was on the 
basis of one representative for each 100,000 population, fractions 
over 50,000 being likewise granted one representative. In deference 
to the federal principle, each State was accorded at least one repre- 
sentative, even if the population was less than 100,000. In each 
electoral district a single representative was to be chosen by 
universal, equal, secret and direct manhood suffrage, and by an 
absolute majority. In case no candidate obtained an absolute 
majority, a supplementary election was required to be held, at 
which only the two persons who received the highest number cf 
votes at the first election could be candidates. These provisions 
re Slightly amended in subsequent years, but only as to details. 

Che chief objection to the Law of 1869 lay, not in the principles 
of election, but in the failure of the Government to re-district the 
Empire from time to time. At the date of the enactment of the 
law the distribution of seats was fairly representative. But with 
the transformation of Germany from an agricultural into an indus- 
trial State, and the attendant movement of population from the 
rural districts to the cities, the Reichstag became less and less 
representative im character. Since 1871 the Empire increased in 
population by 25 millions, or 66 per cent. Of the annual increase 
90 per cent. was in the large cities and centres of industry. Indus- 
trial Germany, representing two-thirds of the population, elected 
only two-fifths of the members of the Reichstag. In East Prussia 
there was one member to each 121,433 of population ; in Saxony, one 
to each 208,804 of population; in Westphalia, one to 242,700. 
Teltow, with 338,798 voters, and some of the rural districts with 
less than 12,000 voters had equal representation. A re-districting 
of the Empire was frequently proposed by the Liberal parties, but 
without result until shortly before the Revolution. 

Both the Social Democrats and the Progressive People’s Party 
‘emanded proportional voting. Had such a plan been adopted for 
the election of 1912—the last one held under the old law—it would 
have resulted in a substantial Liberal majority. Out of the 
12,206,808 votes cast, the Social Democrats obtained 4,250,329, or 
nearly 35 per cent., and would have been entitled, if elections 
had been held on a general ticket, to 138 out of 397 members, 
instead of 110; while the National Liberals, with a total vote of 
1,672,619, would have had a representation of 54 members, instead 
of 43, and the Progressives, with 1,528,886 votes, to 50 members 
instead of 43, while the representation of the Catholic Centre 
would have been reduced from 92 to 66, and the combinea repre- 
sentation of the Conservatives and of the Empire Party would have 
been 49 instead of 58. 

The Social Democrats, and to a lesser degree the other Liberal 
parties, also objected to the requirement of absolute majority. In 
practice this required a second election in a large number of cases 
as high as 48 per cent. in 1898—and was frequently used as a means 
of defeating the Social Democratic candidate. - 

Rotten boroughs”’ in the Conservative rural districts, single 
election districts, and the requirement of absolute majority—all 
contributed towards maintaining the reactionary and Conservative 
groups in power. The demand for reform in State as well as 
national election laws constantly became stronger, reaching a crisis 
in 1916 and 1917. Prussia promised a reform of its State laws, and 
other States had reforms under consideration. 

On 16th February, 1918, the Bundesrat approved a new law for 
national elections, which was ultimately adopted by the Reichstag, 
and signed on 24th August, 1918. (Official Gazette, 30th August, 
1918.) The number of members of the Reichstag was increased to 
441, substantially on the basis of one representative for each 
200,000 of population, but with due regard to the principle that 
each State have at least one representative. 

\ number of districts were combined and given from two to ten 
representatives. Berlin was given ten in lieu of six representatives, 
Teltow seven, Leipzig four, Munich, Dresden and Breslau three 
each. All of the additional representation went to the cities and 
industrial centres, but the small rural districts retained their old 
representation. Where more than one member was to be elected 
the principle of proportional voting was adopted, with the further 
provision that, in case of death, incapacity or resignation of 4 
member from such district, the candidate who had received the 
highest number of votes among the defeated candidates succeeded 
to the vacancy. 

This law was to govern the elections to the next Reichstag. Had 
it been applied it would undoubtedly have resulted in a large 
Liberal majority and in an increase of the Social Democratic repre 
sentation. 

Then followed the Revolution. The election to the Assembly 
of Delegates convoked for 16th December was held under the terms 
of a Proclamation of 23rd November, amended 30th November and 
6th December, providing for an election by universal, secret and 
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direct suffrage of citizens over twenty years of age, and on the basis 
of proportional representation. 

On 30th November, 1918, a new Imperial Election Law (published 
in Official Gazette, 2nd December, 1918, and in Bulletin of Laues, 
1918, p. 1345), was enacted, entitled “ An Ordinance concerning the 
Elections to the German National Constitutional Assembly,’’ which 
is the one under which the elections to the Weimar Assembly were 
held. 

The total number of delegates was fixed at 433, which includes 
twelve allotted to Alsace-Lorraine. The distribution of seats is 
made on the basis of one delegate for each 150,000 inhabitants 
according to the census of 1910. 
State or of an administration district require consideration, an 
excess of at least 75,000 inhabitants is reckoned as the equivalent 
of the full 150,000. 

The members are elected by general, direct and secret suffrage 
according to the principle of proportional voting, all German men 
and women who have completed their twentieth year on the day of 
election being entitled to one vote. By an Ordinance of 7th January, 
1919, citizens of the German-Austrian Republic domiciled in Ger 
many were given the right to vote Persons belonging to the 
military class may vote and may participate in political meetings 
Only citizens who are under curatorship or who have been deprived 
of civil rights by a judgment that has become definitive are excluded 
from voting. All persons entitled to vote are eligible to office if 
they have been German citizens for at least one year 

A list of voters is prepared for each election precinct, in which 
the names of the qualified voters there residing are entered. Such 
lists are open to public inspection at designated times. The right 
to vote may be exercised only in the election’ precinct in which the 
voter is listed. 

Nominations must Le signed by at least 100 persons entitled to 
vote within the precinct, and may not contain more names than 
there are delegates to be elected in the district. The written con 
sent of the candidate must be annexed. 

Several nominations may be combined, and are then regarded 
asa single nomination. The ballot slips must be filled in in writing 
or by some process of manifolding with the names of the candidates 
for which the voter desires to vote, and may be taken from only 
one of the publicly announced nominations. The ballot slip is 
then placed in an envelope, sealed and put in the election urn by 
the voter, who at the same time gives his name, which is then 
checked on the list of voters. A voter may cast his vote for not 
more than the number of representatives to be elected, but he must 
take all of the names from the same party list. He cannot “ split” 
his vote among candidates of different sets of nominations 

For the purpose of determining the result of an election, the 
committee on elections in each election district determines the total 
number of valid votes cast and the total number for each party or 
combined parties. 

For the distribution of seats the votes cast for the several parties 
are successively divided by 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, &c., until a unit is found 
small enough to be contained into the party votes as many times 
as there are candidates to be elected. If the last highest number 
applies equally to several sets of nominations, the election is deter- 
mined by lot. In case of combined party nominations, the ticket is 
regarded as a single one and the apportionment made accordingly 
If a nomination or combined nomination contains a less number 
of candidates than the total candidates to be elected, any surplus 
is allotted to the other nominations. 

Candidates who are elected must declare their acceptance within 
one week. The election was originally set for 16th February, 1919. 
By an Ordinance of 21st December, 1918, the date for the elections 
was set for 19th January, 1919, upon which date they were held. 

Under date of 21st December, 1918, the Prussian Government 
promuigated an Ordinance concerning the elections to the Prussian 
State Constitutional Assembly. The form of election and the 
qualifications of electors are the same as in the National Law. 
The representation is on the basis of one delegate for each 100,000 
of population except that regard must be had to existing adminis- 
trative subdivisions. Any excess of 50,000 or more entitles the 
district to an additional representative. 

The total number of delegates to be elected is 401. The entire 
State is divided into twenty-three election districts, each electing 
from eleven to twenty-four delegates according to population. 
Among the larger districts and their representation are the follow- 
ing :—City of Berlin, 21; Province of East Prussia, 21; Province 
of Posen, 21 ; Governmental District of Oppeln, 22; Governmental 
District of Arnsberg. 24; Province of Hesse-Nassau, 22. The 
elections under this Ordinance took place on 26th January, 1919, 
the voting lists for the national elections serving as the basis for the 
Prussian elections. 

The draft Constitution presented by the National Government for 
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the principles of the law of 30th November, 1918, for national 
elections, and a requirement that elections to State legislative 
bodies be held on the same basis. 

The elections to the National Constitutional Assembly and to 
the various State Assemblies of January last were unquestionably 
held on most liberal, democratic and representative principles. 
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The above also appears in 7'he Nation (New York 
1918, by the Nation Press, Inc.] 
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LLOYD-JONES v. CLARK-LLOYD. No. }. 


oth, and 6th February 


3ist January ; 3id, 4th, 


Serrcep Lanp—UnNorenep Mines—Tenant ror Lire anp RemMaInper 
MAN-——LEASE BY CROWN OF GOLD AND SiLver IN MINES AND RELEASE 
or Ricgur or PRe-emMPTION or Base Ores TO Tenant ror Lire—CLamm 
BY REMAINDERMAN TO CROWN Lease AND TO ‘THREE-QUARTERS OF 
Prorits as CaprraL—5 Wa. & Mary, c. 6, ss. 2, 3—-Serriep Lanp 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 2 (10) (11.) (1v.), 11, 53 
The tenant for life wm peachable for waste under a settlement which 

included unope ned mines in Wales, believed to contain gold, obtained 

a grant from the Crown of a lease of the gold and adver upon the pro 

perty, and a release of the Crown's statutory right to pre-emption of 

the hese rea, for a term 
granted underleases of the same and all the other minerala in consmdera 


of twenty years at a rent and royalties, and 


tion of premiums then paid and rents and royalties reserved The 
underleasesr were not made in conformity with or under any of the 
powers of the Settled Land Acta or any other atatute The Crown lease 
expured in 1909. and was renewed for twenty-one years, new separate 
underleasesa of the qold and hase ores heing qranted The tenant for 
life, who received over £2,000 in premaumsa and rente during hia life 
died in 1916 
life’s executors, 

Held, that as prac tically no gold or other metals had heen recovered, 
there had heen no damage to or waate of the inhe ritance, and that the 
claim to capitalize three-fourths of the renta and premiumea failed, as 


Jn an acton hy the remainderman aqanat the tenant for 


the remainderman could not purport to afirm the tenant for life's 
irreqular fransactrona hut that 18 regards the current lease and under 
lease of the base orea and the release of the Crown's right to pre-emp 
tion of the latter, this waa settled property and muat he held in trust 
for the peraons benéficially entitled under the settlement 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a judgment of Sargant, J. The plaintiff 
was entitled in fee simple to certain estates in Wales, which had been 
settled by the will, dated 1854, and the caglicil thereto, dated 1865, of 
George Price Lloyd, under which the late Colonel Evans-Lloyd became 
tenant for life in possession. The property included the mines and 
minerals in and under some 664 acres of land at Blaen Cwm Prysor, 
near Bala, which had been severed from the surface in 1714 with power 
to enter search for and work the same. The mines had not been worked, 
but manganese, copper and lead were known to occur on the property, 
and about 1882 the existence of gold in smal] quantities was established 
In 1883 and 1887 the tenant for life granted licences or ‘ take-notes "’ 
to search for and get gold under the property. In 1887 the Crown inter 
vened and claimed the exclusive right to all gold and silver mined on the 
property as being the produce of ‘‘ royal mines,’’ and in 1889 granted 
to Colonel Evans-Lloyd a lease of all gold, gold ore, silver and silver 
ore and other substances containing gold and silver under the land, all 
the base minerals under which were subject to the settlement, and a 
release of the Crown's right to pre-emption of such base minerals, for 
a term of twenty years at a rent of £1 a year and royalties, and this 
lease and release was renewed in 1909 subject to an increased rent In 
1889, 1893 and 1897 Colonel Evans-Lloyd granted underleases of all 
the minerals, including base as well as precious metals, together with 
the benefit of the release of such right to pre-emption, enbject to the 
payment of premiums, minimum rents and royalties double those re- 
served by the Crown. Only £53 worth of gold was ever recovered by 
mining operations, but the tenant for life received in all £2.160 for pre 
miums and minimum rents during his life. He died in 1916, and the 





p Mdoption by the Weimar Government contains provisions adopting 


plaintiff became entitled to the settled property as tenant in tail in 
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possession, and immediately executed s disentailing deed. The plaintiff 
brought this action against the personal representatives of the tenant 
for life for a declaration that he acquired the Crown leases as a trustee 
for the persons entitled under the settlement, and that three-fourths 
of the rents and profits and the sum of £750 received in premiums should 
have been capitalized in accordance with the Settled Land Acts The 
defendants ‘contended that their testator was entitled to retain all these 
monevs and the renewed lease for his own benefit. Sargant, J., gave 

idgment for the defendants, and the plaintiff appealed. Cur. adv. vult 

Swreren Eapy. M.R.. having stated the facts and the terms of the 


wreements made in 1887, 1889, 1893 and 1897, said that it did not 
appear that any mining royalties were paid or became payable during 
Colonel Lloyd's life, and the claim of the plaintiff was not based on 
any waste actually committed by Colonel Lloyd or by his authority ; 
ndeed, a such claim would be barred by the Statute of Limitations 


Che pla ntiff - ht to enforce payment of the sums of £50 and £600 
capital, and of three-fourths of the mining 


and £100 as fines representing 
rents received as capital, and he insisted that Colonel Lloyd’s estate 
\ ible to pa to him those sums. In his lordship’s opinion the 
answer to the 1 in that respect was that Colonel Lloyd was not 
validly exer tu! iny powers that he possessed His grants in fact 
expired in his lifetime, and could not bind his successor in title, as the 
pr on f the Settled Land Act were not’ complied with In the 
take-note of 24th August, 1889, he made it clear in express terms that 
he 3 OF tenant for life. and that nothing therein contained was to 
e bindir n anv owner for the time being other than himself. If in 
those circumstances minerals had been actually extracted from the land 
the plaintiff i have claimed them as soon as severed, like timber im 
properly cut down by a tenant for life impeachable for waste. No 
claim, however, was made on that basis. The plaintiff's claim was not 
based upon any damage caused to his estate. He sued for money had 
and received to his use, and claimed that he could affirm the irregular 
transactio f ( nel Lloyd and claim the benefit of them Those 
grants, hows r, took effect, if at all, out of the life estate of Colonel 
Llovd; the inheritance had not been prejudiced by them; they had 
expired before the plaintiff's remainder fell into possession, and the 
persons taking under those irregular grants had run the risk of their 
defective title The case of Dashwood vy Vaqniac (1891, 3 Ch. 36) 
va ry far removed from the present one For these reasons his lord 
ship was of opinion that the plaintiff's appeal failed so far as it related 
to the claim for the £50, £100 and £600. and to have three-fourths of 
the mining rents received by Colonel Lloyd treated as capital The 
other question raised by the appeal was whether the plaintiff had a 
valid iim to the lease dated 24th March. 1909 granted by the Crown 
to Colonel Evans-Lloyd tv that lease Mr. Edward Stafford Howard. 
n behalf of H.M. the King, demised unto Colonel Evans-Lloyd all 
1 and Tver and all ores and other eubstances and rights in respect 
thereof under the said lands, and all right of pre emption over the ores 
to be raised, for twenty-one years from 10th October, 1908, at the rent 


of £15 a year and a royalty of 2/100 parts in value of the gold and 


er which should be obtained According to the evidence there was 


no “* mine roy in the settled property, and the only interest of the 
Crown waa in the pre-emptive right governed by the Statute 5 Wm. & 
Mary 6 (1693 Colonel Lloyd, by a sub-lease dated 25th March, 
1909 ib-demised to the Arenig Gold Mining Co. at an increased 
rent and for the same term (less one day) all the gold and silver ores 
ested in him by the Crown lease, together with the benefit of the release 
to him of the right of pre-emption, and by another indenture of even 
date demised to the said company all the mines and minerals other than 
those bel iw to the Crown for the eame term It was not disputed 
that that lease was valid and proper under the Settled Land Acts It 
vA lear from the correspondence that at that date the advisers of the 
Crown were fully aware that Colonel Llovd was tenant for life of the 


minerals under the 664 acres, and granted that lease to him. with the 
release f the right of pre-emption, because he was tenant for life of 
the settled minerals. Upon the facts it was manifest that Colonel Llovd 
used the advantage of his position as tenant for life of the settled 


Y ls to obtain the Crown lease of 1909, and also that the lease, so 
far as regarded the right of pre-emption, extended to something which 
vas certainly the subject-matter of the settlement—namely, the baser 

and which, on the death of Colonel Llovd, devolved on the plaintiff 


Colonel Lloyd had in his sub-lease included the right of pre-emption 
of the baser ores for the term of twenty-one years. Those facts were 
sufficient to bring the ea within the doctrine of Keerh v. Sandford 
(1726, Select Cases in Chancery, 61) In James v. Dean (15 Ves 
236). Lord Eldon said that, even if the tenant for life's interest was as 
short as three months, yet if he had acquired a lease through the oppor 
tunity afforded him during that short period, he would be a trustee of 


it The foundation of the rule rested on public policy, to prevent 
persons in such situations from acting so as to acquire a benefit for 
themselves As tenant for life of settled minerals. Colonel Llovd could 


not acquire a lease of the pre-emptive right of the Crown over the baser 
ores, and after his death pass it on to a stranger to hold adversely to 
the person next entitled under the settlement. In his (his lordship’s) 
judgment the plaintiff was entitled to a declaration that the Crown lease 
of 24th March, 1909, was acquired by Colonel Lloyd as trustee for the 
parties then beneficially interested under the settlement. and that upon 
his death such lease, subject to and with the benefit of the underlease 
of 25th March, 1909, hecame vested in the defendants in trust for the 
plaintiff. The plaintiff, however, was not entitled to require payment 


of any part of the profit rental received by Colonel Lloyd during his 
life; it was only the unexpired part of the lease which passed to tho 
plaintiff. His lordship, having stated the form of the — said 
that as each party had partly succeeded and partly failed, each must 
bear his own coste of the appeal. The plaintiff would have the — 
costs of the action, except so far as they had been increased by the 
claim to the premiums and mining rents received Ly Colonel Lloyd in 
his lifetime 

Scruton, L.J., concurred, and Eve, J., delivered judgment to the 
same effect.—Counser, Grant, K.C., and J. M. Patérson; Romer, K.C., 
and MacSwinney. So.icrrors, Clarke, Calkin, & Son; Rider, Heaton, 
Veredith, ad Wille, for Birch, Cullimore, & Co., Chester. 


[Reported by H. Lawevonp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.! 


SOANES v. LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO 
No. 2. 20th February. 


Ratway Company—Common Carriers—Passencers’ Hanp Lucaace 

Detivery TO Porter—Time Berore StartTinG or TRaIn—GENFRAL 

Avuruority or Porter to Take Care or Sucn’ Luccace—Porter 
Nor Emptoyep at THE Particutar Stat1ion—Estopre.. 


The plaintiff, on arriving at Waterloo Station, entrusted his hand 
luggage to a porter in uniform, He had some time to wait for his 
train, and told the man to take care of his two bags and meet him 
with them at the train. While the bags were in the custody of the 
porter, one of them disap peared, and must have been stolen. The 

Fate rloo Station, but had come up for the 


man was not engaged at | 
day on h:s own account from Hampton, where he worked as a porter 


Held, that the defendants were prima facie lable as common 
carriers for the loss of the haq, and there was evidence here that 
the porter had heen held out as having general authority to act as 
a porter, and the company were, therefore, estopped from denying 
that he had authority to act as a porter at Waterloo Station. 


Appeal by the company from an order of the Court of Appeal (re 
ported ante, p. 101), which set aside a judgment entered at the 
trial for the company at Southwark County Court. The 
plaintiff claimed damages for the loss of a handbag and its con 
tents. On 29th September, 1917, the plaintiff arrived in a taxi-cab at 
Waterloo Station, intending to travel to Andover. He handed his two 
bags to a porter, and, having purchased a ticket, accompanied by ‘he 
porter, passed through the barrier on to the departure platform. He 
was then told he had nearly an hour to wait for the train, and he 
asked the porter to look after his bags while he got a cup of tea A 
few minutes before the train started the porter came on to the plat 
form with one of the bags and told the plaintiff that the other had 
been stolen. In his evidence the porter said he had left the bag 
outside the booking-hall,.and when he returned for them one was 
missing. The main defence was that the porter was not employed at 
Waterloo. He had come up that day to town, wearing his porter’s 
uniform, for the purpose of buying himself a pair of boots, and had 
voluntarily rendered assistance to the plaintiff, who had to use crutches 
The county court judge found that the plaintiff did not leave his bags 
in the possession of the porter for future transit, but that he was 
prosecuting his journey all the time. On this point he followed the 
suthority of Great Western Railway Co. v. Bunch (13 App. Cas 
31; 36 W. R. 785), and, therefore, the defendants were primd facie 
responsible as common carriers for the safe custody of the bags ; Lut he 
found as a fact that the porter was not authorized to take any part 
in the station work at Waterloo, and he, consequently, held that he 
was not acting within the scope of his authority, and there must be 
judgment for the company. On appeal that decision was reversed by 
a Divisional Court (Coleridge and Avory. JJ.), upon the ground that 
the porter had been held out as having general authority to act as 
a porter, and the company were estopped from denying that he had 
not authority to render services as such to the plaintiff at Waterloo 
Station. The company appealed. 


Bankes, L.J., in giving judgment, said he did not agree with 
the view of Lord Coleridge as to the porter’s being the general acent 
of the company. The question had been discussed in such cises a8 
Lovell vy. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway (24 W. R. 394; 34 L 
T. Rep. 127), Welch v. London and North-Western Railway Co 
(34 W. R. 166), and Bunch’s case (supra). He agreed with the con- 
tention of counsel for the company that the passenger to succeed must 
shew that he parted with the possession of his luggage by these repre 
sentations ; that the holding out by the company ef the porter as its 
servant must have influenced the plaintiff's conduct. He thought 
there was here, however, clear evidence of holding out which estopped 
the company saying that the porter was not acting within his autno- 
rity. The man was wearing the company’s uniform and was allowed 
to present himself, as if on duty, at that part of the station at which 
authorized porters were in the habit of receiving passengers’ luggage 
at Waterloo. Moreover, he was allowed to accompany the passenger— 
in the sense that he was not prevented from accompanying hin— 
from the taxi-cab to the booking office, and finally through the barrier 
to the platform. All these matters might legitimately be put before 
a jury, and as the facts were not in doukt, this Court could exercise 
| their discretion, as they were enabled by the Rules of Court to do, 

und draw for themselves inferences of fact. In his view, the irresist 
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ible inference was that here there had been a “ holding out" in the 
legal sense, and, therefore, the appeal would be dismissed and the 
decision of the Divisional Court upheld 


Warerincton and Duke, L.JJ., concurred.—Covu vseL, for the appel 
lants, Siw Reginald Acland, K.C., and Hon. 8. VU. Henn C lines: for 
the respondent, C. M. Pitman Soticrrors, W Bishop; Oldman, 
Cornwall, & Wood Roberts. 

[Reported by Ensxtxe Rew, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WARD'S SETTLED ESTATE. Peterson, J. 7th February. 
Serrtep Lanp—Sate sy Tenant rok Lire—Faiture TO COMPLETE 

Deposirr—CapitaL orn INcome—Serrrep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 

Vict. c. 38), 8. 31, suB-secTiIon (1) (m) 

Where a tenant for life. sold land, under the Settled Land Act, by 
public auction, and a deposit was paid by the purchaser, but it was 
subsequently discovered that the purchaser had not the funds to com 
plete the purchase, and the purchaser signed an agreement whereby, 
in consideration for his release from the contract, he undertook to 
forfeit the deposit and pay the auctioneer’s fees, 

Held, that the deposit so forfeited came within section 31 (1) (i) of 
the Settled Land Act, 1882, and was accordingly capital money and 
not income of the tenant for life. 


In Re Rhodes (1909, 1 Ch. 815) applied 
Shrewsbury v. Shrewsbury (1854, 18 Jur. 397) not applied 


This was a summons by Settled Land Act trustees to determine 
whether a certain sum of £570, being a deposit paid by a purchaser 
on a sale by a tenant for life, under the Settled Land Acts, of certain 
property by public auction, and forfeited by reason of the purchaser's 
default, was applicable as capital or income. A certain man had 
purchased the settled land for £5,750, and paid a deposit of £570, but 
he was unable, from lack of means, to complete, and it was agreed 
that, in consideration of his release from the contract, he should 
forfeit the deposit and pay the auctioneer’s fees. There was evidence 
that the abortive sale had not decreased the value of the property, 
which was now in fact let for a better rent than formerly. Counsel 
for the trustees contended that section 31, sub-section (1) (ii), of the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, applied and referred to Re Rhodes (1909, 1 
Ch. 815). Counsel for the tenant for life referred to Shrewsbury \ 


Shrewsbury (1854, 18 Jur. 397). 


Perrerson, J., after stating the facts, said: This is not an ordinary 
case of forfeiture, which is an act of the vendor alone, but under the 
agreement ‘the deposit is to be retained by the vendor as the con- 
sideration of the release of the purchaser from the contract, and the 
deposit so retained is the consideration for the rescission of the con 
tract within the meaning of section 31, sub-section (1) (ii), and 38, 
therefore, capital money arising under the Act.—CounseL, G. H. Devon 
shire; Hughes, K.C., and Percy Wheeler. Soricrrors, Devonshire, 
Monkland d: Co.. for Bretherton d& Sona, Gloucester; C. 7. Courtney 
Lewis, for Langley-Smith, d- Son, Gloucester 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court——King’s Bench Division. 


BRIDGES v. CHAMBERS. Div. Court. 15th January. 

War Restrictions LANDLORD AND TENANT D WELLING-HOUSE 
INcREASE or Rent AFTER War—Rates—Norice—Increase or Rent 
anp Morteace Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gro 
5. c. 97), s. 1, SUB-SECTION 1 (IV.) AND (VI.) 

The rent of @ dwelling-house was increased above the standard rent 
existing on 4th August, 1914, before the coming into operation of the 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, 
to cover increased rates. No notice was given by the landlord to the 
tenant, as required by section 1, sub-section 1 (vi.), of his intention to 
increase the rent, but the tenant paid increased rent down to 1917. 

Held, that the Act applied to such a case, and that the increase of 
rent did not become due or recoverable, anll the tenant was entitled, 
under section 5 of the Courtae (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917 (7 & 8 
Geo. 5, c. 25), to deduct what he had paid above the standard rent, aa 
he would have been if the rent had been raised after the Act of 1915 
came into operation. 

Appeal from the Barnsigy County Court. On 4th August, 1914, the 
date of the commencement of the war, the defendant was tenant of a 
cottage held from the plaintiff at the weekly rent of 6s. The rent was 
increased to 6s. 3d. a week on 24th July, 1915, on the ground that there 
had been an increase in the rates payable by the landlord. The de 
fendant paid this rent of 6s. 3d. a week without demur until December, 
1917. when he claimed to be repaid Ly the plaintiff the excess of 3d 
per week paid by him in excess over and above the rent of 6s. a 
week, which was the ‘standard’ rent, from 25th November, 1915, 
Section 1, sub-section 1, of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(War Restrictions) Act, 1915, provides : ‘‘ When the rent of a dwelling- 
house to which this Act applies has been, since the commence 
ment of the present war, or is hereafter during the continuance of this 
Act increased above the standard rent as hereinafter defined, 








the amount by which the rent payable exceeds the amount 
which would have been payable had the increase not been made, shall, 
notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary, be irrecoverable, pro 


‘vided that this sub-section shall not apply to any rent which 


accrued due before 25th November, 1915 he plaintiff refused to 
repay the amount claimed, and the defendant paid no rent for five 


weeks in order to reimburse himself, claiming to do so under section 5 
of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917, which enables a tenant 
or mortgagee, without prejudice to any other method of recovery, to 
deduct any sums made irrecoverable by the Increase of Rent and Mort 
gage (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, from any rent or interest The 
plaintiff then brought this act to recover the unpaid five weeks’ rent, 


and contended that the increase of 3d. per week rent having been made 
on 24th July, 1915, before the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(War Restrictions) Act, 1915, came into force on 23rd December, 1915, 
the date of the passing of the Act, the Act did not apply rhe plaintiff 
had not given any notice under the Act of 1915 of his intention to 
increase the rent Sub-section 1 v.), of section 1, of the Act of 1915 
provides that where the landlord pays the rate m increase 
of the rent shall not be deemed to be an increase for the 
purposes of this Act, if the amount of the increase does not exceed any 
increase in the amount for the time being payable by the landlord in 


respect of such rates over the corresponding amount paid in respect of 
the yearly, half-yearly or ether period which included the third day of 
August, 1914, and for the purposes of this provi the expression 
‘rates’ includes water rents and charges Sub-section 1 (vi.) pro 
vides Wherever any increase of rent is by this Act permitted, no such 
increase shall be due or recoverable until the expiry of four clear weeks 
after the landlord has served upon the tenant a notice in writing of his 
intention to increase the rent wcompanied (b) where the in 
crease of rent is on account of an increase in rates, by a statement shew 
ing parti ulars of the increased amount charged in respect of rates on 
the dwelling-house The county court judge gave judgment 
in favour of the plaintiff, holding that, as the increase in rent was made 
before the Act of 1915 came into force, it was not necs sary to give 
notice f the increase The defendant appealed from tl judgment 


Horripnage, J he question was whether the defendant s entitled 
to deduct the additional sum of 3d per week rent from 25th November 
1915, to December, 1917, in order to reimburse himself for the sums 
which he says were overcharged by the plaintiff. The answer de pended 
on the construction of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(War Restrictions) Act, 1915, and the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act 
1917 sy sub-section (1), of section 1, of the Act of 1915 it was pro 
vided that any excess rent above the standard rent. which was defined 
as the rent payable on 4th August, 1914 hould be irrecoverable. so 


that prima facie nothing above 6s per week rent could be recovered by 
the plaintiff, as that was the rent payable on 4th Angust, 1914 But 
there were certain cases in which an increase wa permitted One of 
them was specified in clause iv. of section 1 If this stood alone, the 
landlord would be justified in charging the extra 3d but clause (vi 

of the same section prov ded that no increas« f rent ahould become due 
or recoverable until four weeks after ervice of a notice by the land 
lord of his intention to increase the rent; and there wa h not 


given in this case. Did this clause apply to an increase before the Act 
The words seemed to be perfectly clear and ippeared ex 
pressly to limit the right of the landlord to increase the rent to cases 
where a notice had been given; and to include everv case in whi h there 
had Leen an increase above the standard rent since 4th August. 1914. 


was passed 


although the increase was yermissible when it was made Wortley v 
Vann (1916, W. N. 390 was directly in point, though it was on 
clause ii., of section 1, of the Act of 1915. and not on clause i There 


was no reason why the same interpretation should not be ar plied to 
both clauses of the Act The appeal should be allowed 
Satter, J., delivered judgment to the same effect Appe ul allowed 
CouNSEI He ¢ Davenport for the appellant; Kilie Hill, for the 
SOLICITORS, Corbin, Greener, d Cook, for Raley & Sone 
{rthur Neal d Son, for Arthur Neal d> C’'o., Sheffield 


[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Berrister-at Law.] 


respondent 
Barnsley ; 


Nee Cleders, &c: 


Draft Rules of the Supreme Court (February) 


, 
1919, dated 3rd February, 1919. 
(Continued from page 304.) 
15. The following Order shall be inserted after Order LIX 
Orper LIXa 
{ppeals from Official or Special Referer 
] {ppeals from Official or Special Reterees.\—There shall be a 


right of appeal from any finding, decision, order or direction and 
from any judgment entered or signed by leave, order or direction of 
an Official or Special Referee in any action cause or matter o1 ques 
tion or issue referred to him for trial or decision and from any 
assessment or award of damages by him 


2. In the case of a finding, decision, order, direction or judgment 
arrived at, made, given, directed or entered on the trial o1 hearing 
of any action, cause or matter or question or issue or of any assess 
ment or award of damages the eppeal shall lie ‘ 
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1) in the Chancery Division to the Judge in Court ; 
2) in the King’s Bench Division to a Divisional Court ; 
(3) in the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division to a Divi 
onal Court of that Division 
3 In the (are provided for 
shall apply 
a) the appeal hall be brought 


by rule 2, the following provisions 


ithin 6 weeks after the finding, 


decision, order or direction or the judgment appealed from 1s 
made, given, directed, entered or signed or assessment or award 
made, unless the Court or the Referee shall extend such time ; 


6) the appeal shall be brought by notice of motion to set aside 

direction, or judgment or 
ainst Ihe notice of motion 
order, direction, judg 
directed or entered 


finding, decision, order 
the assessment or award appealed a 


may ask thet some other finding, decisi0 


or vary the 


ment or award be made, given 
n cause or matter, question or issue 0O1 assessment 
back to the Referee for re-consideration 
pplication for a new trial before a 


ment or asses 
or that the acti 


or award be referred 


save 4 


herein provided no a 
Referee shall be made 


Ihe notice shall be in writing and shall be a fourteen days 


notice. and shall be served within the time limited in paragraph 
a) of this rule 

d) The notice shall state whether the whole or only part of the 
finding, decision, order, direction, or judgment or assessment, or 
award uppealed from, and in the latter case shall specify which 
part 

f The not shall state concisely the grounds of the appeal : 

/) the appeal shall be no stay f proceedings unless the Court 
or Referee otherwise orders ; 

gq) on the hearing of such appeal the Court may set a ide o1 
vary the finding, decision, order, direction, or judgment or the 
assessment or award appealed from or any part thereof and may 
direct any other finding, decision, order, direction, or judgment 


or assessment or award to be made or entered or may require any 
explanation or reasons from the referee or may remit the act'on, 


cause, Matter, question Or issue or assessment or award or any 
part thereof any question or issue therein to the same or any 
other referee for re-trial or further consideration with or without 


any special direction or directions 
4. In the case of an order or decision on the hearing of a Sum 
mons or other interlocutory application such appeal shall lie 
a) in the Chancery Division to the Jadge in Chambers ; 
6) in the King’s Bench Division to the Judge in Chambers ; 
c) in the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division to a Judge 
of that Diyision, in Chambers 
and such appeal shall be brought by notice in writing to attend 
before the Judge in Chambers and such notice shall be served within 
decision appealed from 


7 days after the making of the order o1 [ 
Unless other- 


unless the Judge or Referee shall extend such time 
wise ordered there shall be at least 2 clear days between the service 
of the notice of appeal and the day fixed for the hearing of the 
appeal ew a 
5. Application of Order YL... r. 6 and 64 and Order XX XVTI., r. 52 
limited.}—Rules 6 and 64 of Order XL. so far as they apply to trials 
by Official and Special Referees and Officers of the Court are hereby 
annulled, and rule 52 of Order XXXVI. shall apply only to refer 
ences for report under Section 13 of the Arbitration Act, 1889 
Orpver LXIV 
16. The following proviso shall be added to rule 7 of Order LXIV 
Costs of applications for time.}—Provided that when the time for 
delivering any pleading or document or filing any Affidavit answer 
or document, or doing any act is or has been fixed or limited by any 
of these rules or by any direction on or under the Summons gor 
Directions or by any Order of the Court or a Judge the costs of 
any application to extend such time and of any Order made thereon 
shall be borne by the party making such application unless the Court 
shall otherwise order 


ora Judge 
17. Rule 14 of Order LXIV 
eubstituted 
14. Time for An application to 
set aside or remit an award may be made at any time within aix 
weeks after such award has been made and published to the parties 
Provided that the Court or a Judge may by order extend the said 
time either before or after the same has eapsed 
18. Citation and date of 
Rules of the Supreme Court (February 
tion on the 3lst day of March, 1919 
Dated the 3rd day of February, 1919 


shall be annulled and the following rule 


ipplicati mae to aet card rwarda |} 


These rules may be cited as the 


1919, and shail come into opera 


oper tfion 


Copyhold Enfranchisement 


THe FoLLOWING Scate or COMPENSATION 18 FRAMED BY THE BOARD OF 
AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES UNDER THE POWERS VESTED IN THEM 
ny Secrion 66 or THe CopyHotp Act, 1894, ann THE Boarp oF 
AGRICULTURE AND Fisnertes Acts, 1889 ro 1909, ror GUIDANCE IN 
THE ENFRANCHISEMENT OF CoPYHOLDS OF INHERITANCE IN SUBSTITU 
TION FOR THE EXISTING SCALE OF COMPENSATION 

FINES ARBITARY 
1. In fine arbitrary cases when a fine is payable on alienation by, as 
well as on the death of, a tenant, the compensation for fines should 





not exceed the number of years’ annuak value of the property according 
to the age of the tenant as set forth in the table hereto annexed 

2. The table is calculated on the principle that a fine of two years’ 
annual value is payable on each change of tenancy; therefore, in those 
manors in which the customary fine on alienation by, or om the death 
of, a tenant, is less than two years’ annual value, a proportionate 
reduction should be made in the amount of the compensation. 

3. In estimating the annual value of the property, no deduction 
should be made for land tax or landlord's property tax, but the quit 
rent should be deducted. 

Where the net annual value of the property for poor rate assessment 
is used, as such value is based on the rent payable by a tenant who pays 
the usual tenant’s rates and taxes and the tithe rentcharge, with a 
deduction from such rent of the probable average annual cost of repairs, 
insurance and other expenses, if any, necessary to maintain the 
property in a state to command such rent, no deductions should be 
made from the net annual value in respect of these matters. 

Where the actual rent is used, as the tenant does not pay the tithe 
rentcharge this should be deducted from the rent, and such other 
deductions should be made as will arrive at a value based on the same 
principle as is adopted in the case of the poor rate assessment 

Where the tithe rentcharge is deducted in assessing the compensation 
under the Copyhold Act, 1894, it is usual to deduct the actual value 
as varied by the septennial average corn prices at the time of the 
valuation, and not the par amount which appears in the tithe apportion- 
ment, and it is immaterial that the lord, or the tenant, is the owner of 
the tithe rentcharge 

4. When there are facilities for improvement or the land has present 
or prospective building value, four eighty-ninth parts of the fee simple 
value may be taken as the annual value 


FINES CERTAIN 


5. In fine certain cases when a fine is payable on alienation by, as 
well as on the death of, a tenant, the compensation for fines may be 
calculated by multiplying the amount of the fine by one-half of the 
number of years’ purchase given in the table according to the age of 
the tenant 

Reviers 


6. The amount of compensation for a relief may be calculated in like 
manner as a fine certain 


Heriors. 


7. The compensation for a heriot payable on alienation by, as well as 
on the death of, a tenant, may be calchlated by multiplying the value 
of the heriot by one-half of the number of years’ purchase given in 
the table according to the age of the tenant. : 

8. The value of a heriot may generally be ascertained from the 
average value of the last three heriots taken or paid in respect of the 
property to be enfranchised. If that information cannot be obtained, 
or will not apply, the following circumstances should be taken into con 
sideration in fixing the value of a heriot, namely, the nature of the 
heriot, the character and value of the property, the condition in life of 
the tenant, and also whether the heriot can be seized as well without 
as within the manor 


Wuen Fine orn HERIOT PAYABLE ONLY ON ONE OF THE EVENTS OF 
ALIENATION OR DEATH. 
¥. The table being calculated on the assumption that fines and 


heviots are payable both on alienation inter rivos by a tenant and on his 
death, when a fine, whether arbitrary or certain, or a heriot, is payable 
only on one of those events, then only one half of the compensation 
calculated as previously directed should be given. 


Wuen Fine on Hertor payaste on Deatu or Lorp 


10. In manors in which fines or heriots are payable on the death of 
the lord, as well as on alienation by} or on the death of, a tenant. the 
compensation on enfranchisement should be increased according to the 
nature and amount of the customary fine or heriot payable in the 
manor on the death of the lord. : 


QUITRENTS AND OTHER ANNUAL PAYMENTS. 
11. The compensation for quitrents, free rents, and other annual 
rents, services, or payment might, as a rule, be calculated at 22! vears’ 
purchase a 
TIMBER. 

12. Compensation for timber should be ascertained as follows :— When 
by a special custom of the manor the lordan enter upon the land, and 
cut gnd carry away the timber without the consent of the tenant. its 
whole value, after making a sufficient allowance for repairs, should be 
given to the lord. But where there is no special custom so that the 
ordinary law of copyholds is applicable and therefore the lord cannot 
enter and cut without the consent of the tenant, one-half only of its 
value, after making a sufficient allowance for repairs, should be given. 
If there be any other special custom in the manor relating to timber, 
such custom should be regarded. A 


Forreirures, &c 
13. The compensation for forfeitures and all other incidents of copy 
hold tenure not hereinbefore provided for, should not exceed 20 pet 


cent. of the annual value of the property. The annual value may be 
ascertained as in paragraphs 3 and 4. , 
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. EscHEAT. 
14. The right of escheat being reserved to the lord under the Copyhold 
Act. 1894, its value is not to be taken into consideration. 


Wuewn LAND HELD By Joint Tenants oR TENANTS IN COMMON 

15. In the case of am enfranchisement by joint tenants, the com 
pensation for fies, and heriots if any, should be based upon suc 
single life as may be equivalent to the expectation of survivorshup of 
the joint lives; and it is usual to ascertain the age of such single life 
according to the rules and tables appended to the Succession Duty Act 
1853. In the case of an enfranchisement by coparceners or tenants 
common, the share of each tenant should be valued separately, having 
regard to the age of the tenant, and according to the table annexed 


Spreciat Customs or CIRCUMSTANCES 


16. If there be any special customs of the manor, or special circum 
stances affecting or relating to the land to be enfranchised, or specia 
advantages to arise from the enfranchisement they should be take 
into consideration, and due allowance should be made in respect of them 


. INTEREST. 

17. Interest should be made payable by the agreement or decision 
on the amount of the compensation at the rate of 44 per cent. per 
annum from the date of the notice requiring the enfranchisement to 
the date of payment of the compensation, unless the compensation 18 
paid by way of am annual rentcharge under the Act 

18. The foregoing scale is for guidance on y, and is not binding as a 
matter of law in any particular case; but the party requiring enfran 
chisement should, in accordance with the Act, state to the other party 
whether or no he is willing to adopt the scale ‘ 

In witness whereof the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries have set 
their official seal this third day of January, nineteen hundred and 
nineteen ? 





(Signed) A. D. Hatt, Secretary 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
5, St. James’s-square, 


London, S.W, 1 


TABLE REFERRED TO IN THE FOREGOING SCALE OF COMPENSATION 
FOR ENFRANCHISEMENT. 


Number of 
Years’ 
Purchase. 


Number of 
Years’ 
Purchase. 
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Years’ 
Purchase. 


Age of 
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Tenant. 


Tenant, 


Age of 
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6 
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bo te hb 
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to bo tot 


91 
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2°00 63 3°28 97 
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2°06 65 | 99 
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2°16 68 | ‘ 102 
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‘20 69 103 } 
23 70 or 
2°27 71 upwards J 


» 
= 








In constructing this Table a fine arbitrary on admission has been 
taken as equivalent to two years’ annual value, and whilst the average 
fine interval has been assumed to be fourteen years, regard has been 
had to the age of the tenant on the rolls c 


The London Gazette of 21st February contains the following, in addi 
tion to matters printed below : : 


1. An Order. in Council. dated 2lst February, 


making additions to 





the Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of 

Powers) Act. 1915, as follows: 
Bolivia (1 Netherlands (6); Nether! 
r} ur » number of removals from the list in Netherland East 
Indies and Sweden, and variations in the list in Cuba, Norway and 
Spair ‘ nN dated List, No. 76a) consolidating all*pre- 
vious Lists revi ti t ind including the present amendments 1s 
issued « curre \ h this Order This Consolidated List contains 
I date, are included in the Statutory List. 
February, further amending the 
ind made under Section 8 of the 
ind Section 1 of the Exportation 
Customs (Exportations Prohibi 
from the Lnited Kingdom of 
estinationsa Wasa pr bited \ con 

deleted ind a few added 

been made by the Board Trade under 
Amendment Act, 1918, for the realization 


f the undermentioned businesses 


; Spain (2). 


id Kast Indies (7 


Limited, Guildha \nnexe kK Street, 
manufacturers and dealers in patent medicines 
Manufacturing Company imited 70, Great 

London, F.C. 2 Dealers 


cesasories in London 


tor cycles, 


2th February contams the I wing 
Orders have been made by the Board of Trade undet 
Enemy Amendment Act, 1918, for the realization 


Bets of the underme nti med Dusihesses - 


Baugesellschaft Sasse and Company A. 4i., 
Street. Bedford Row, London, W.4 1. timber 


ectrical Works Miller) Lamited lo John Street 
London, W.C. 1, founders of electrical manufactories 
Limited, 644, Salisbury House, London Wall 
n the business of acquiring certain patents 
that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry 
granted by tlie Board of Trade to certain com 


idividuale Che present list contains fifteen names 


A Proclamation 


CHE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THE UNITED 
KINGDOM 
















s hereinattet provided the 


Wing articles hereby 


1 bl rally knows is intermediate pro 
capable ing ed « idapted for use as dye-stuffs, or of 
moditied or further manufactured into dy: stuffs 
direct cotton @lours, all union colours, all acid woo! colours, 
rome and mordant colours, all alizarine colours, all basic 

urs, all sulphide colours, all vat colours (including synthetic 
| oil, spirit and wax colours, all lake colours, and any 
ntheti jlours, dyes, stains, colour acids, colour bases, 

u wcids, jleuco bases, whether in paste, powder, 


ther fiftm 


and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition 
any such goods which are imported under licence 
the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions 
I 0 cence 
imation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 28) 
1919 5 
Gazette, 25th February 


Orders in Council. 
NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS 


ordered 


imendment be made in 


wv rpital 


inserted after Regu bon JERE 


ition sh 
| “ 


ing provisions shall have effect respect to new 


yital issues and to dealings in securities issued 


lor tne purposes 
ising capita 

1) No person shall, except under and in pure é a licence 
granted | he Treasury 


res ofr 


pay or rece e any m I ; on the terms express 


or implied that the money i be or may be applied at some 


iture date in payment of any stock, shares or securities to be 
issued at whatever date to the person Making the loan ; or 
c) sub-divide any shares or debentures into shares or deben 
tures of a emaller denomination, or consolidate any shares or 
debentures of a larger denomination; or p 
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extend the period of mat 
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b is rt | ! H Mi 
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lp ning Gy M I 
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War Office Order. 
NOTIC]I 


Board of Trade Orders. 


TRADING WITH TURKEY AND B 


it the Proclamations and Orders in Cou ave 


iness in Bulgaria, Turkey in Europe, Anatolia, Armenia, Kur 








THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX 


WAICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FUN! FOR ITS 


Munitions hereby orders as follows 


1 The peration of the said Order is hereby suspende l 


‘rence to the state of war with the Emperor of Germany and the 
emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, should be extended to the war 
Turkey, subject to the exception in such Proclamation mentioned 


whereas the Proclamations so extended to the war with Turkey 
d the Tradir with the Enemy Proclamation No. 2, dated 9th 


mob 1914. and the Proclamation relating to Trading with 
dated 8th Octobe 1914 : 
rea »v Proclan itions dated 7th January, 1915. and 14th 
1915, the provisions of the aforesaid Proclamations were 
| erein more spt ifica lV set forth : 
eas » Proclamation dated 16th October, 1915, it 
d the P mations and Orders in Council then in force 
wit! erence to the state of war with the Emperor of Germany 


of Hungary, and the Sultan of Turkey 


nperor of Austria, King 
be extended to the war with Bu'garia, subject to the except 
Pr mation mentioned 

S s it was de ired by the said Trading with the Enemy 
i n N s follows 

Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit 

gw 1 sl be expressly permitted by Our licence, or by e 

n Our behalf by Secretary of State, or the Board 

lrade hether such licences be especially granted to individuals 
be announced as applying to classes of persons.”’ 

whereas it desirable to grant the licence hereinafter appearing 
therefore, the Board of Trade, on behalf of His Majesty, and in 
ce of t powers reserved in the said Proclamations and all 


s thereunto them enabling, do hereby give and grant licence 


persons and bodies of persons resident carrying on business or 
in the United Kingdom to trade and have commercial and finan 


naactions with persons or Lodies of persons resident or carrvil 


Mesopotamia and such parts of Syria as are not already covered 
Board's General licence of 6th January, 1919 

ded always that any licence which may be necessary in respect 

transaction under any prohibition of export or prohibition of 

time being in force in the United Kingdom or in 

f any remittance of money out of the United Kingdom covered 

lation 41p of the Defence of the Realm Regulations is first 

ded » that this licence shall mot permit any person or body 

ns to pay to or for the benefit of any person or body of persons 

irrving on business in the said territories any eum of money 

the t of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment, Acts, 

1 191 either of them, is required to be paid to the 

ppointed under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment 

1, but such sums of money must be paid to the said Custé dian ; 


led further that this licence shall not permit any person or body 

to pay or deliver to any person or body of persons resident 

ng on business in the said territories any sum of money or 

; Lie by the terms of the Trading with the Enemy 

né Acts, 1914 and 1915, or either of them, notice has been or 

» have been given, prior to the date hereof, to the said Custodian 
‘ebruary Gazette, 2ist February 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 


THE FLAX SCUTCHING (IRELAND) ORDER, 1919 


Scutchmills in Treland in which flax and tow are insured by the 
su ills the charges for scutching flax straw nd 
ng t shall be fixed as follows 
Flax 1s. 10}d. per stone 
Tow le per stone 
Scutehi s in Treland in which the flax and tow are not insu ed 
prietors i mills the charges for scutching shall be fixed 
F 4s. 6d. per stone 
Tow 3s. 9d. per stone 
Ord: ome into force on 2let February 1919, and sha 
force unt further order 
reemente already entered into bet ween owners of flax and scut h 
vners in Treland for the season 1918-19 shall not be cance led, 
a nended as from the date of this Order in so far a they 
atent vit the terms of this Order eo as to be in « ynf ty 
ind when so amended shall continue binding on both parties 
a Order 1 ~ referred to as the Flax Scutching (I nd) 
1a19 
! Gazette 21st Febru 
rHE MAGNESITE (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 
ice to the following Order made by the Minister of Mum! 


Magnesite Order, 1917, dated 9th January, 1917, the Ministe 


» the date hereof until further notice 


Su suspension shail not affect the previoue operati | the 

‘ . - oF 
Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or “1? 
ity to anv penalty or punishment in respect of any ures 
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vention or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such | 
lt. ' 


suspension, or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty 


or punishment, 
3. This Order may be cited as the Magnesite Suepel rder, | ROYA L EXC od AN GE 


1919. 


25th February. . ata ASSURANCE. 


Food Orders. INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 


rHE RATIONING ORDER 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, PLATE GLASS, ; ~ : 
Gene P : 5 { q RN ; NTED 0 
e's / ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIV! PECIAL TERMS GRANTED 1 


Notwithstanding the restrict ons iposer y or und the al eock. SMPLOvVERS Tih BiteTy ANNUITANTS 
Order [S.R. & O. No. 894 of 1918 var mi j tice be LIFT, BOILER VIDE LIT ¥ 
used or supplied for the sweetening of y erage by he GUARANTE! 
following catering establishments, namely ( 
lished at any railway station or landing stag 
if the forces of His Majesty or His Maje st) 
which is not carried on for profit r i lars a-sea Of Insurance to the Secretary 


as January Heap Orrick: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E. 
Law Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN 





WHEN HEALTH 18 IMPAIRED 


‘ tl fh f men ! ] Corp ton premared tas TRUSTKE and EXECUTOR 





THE MILK (REGISTRATION OF DEALERS) ORDER, 
Directions relating to Returna to be made by Retail Deates 








In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order 
O. No. 24 of 1918], and of all other powers enabling him in thi 
the Food Controller hereby orders that the follown direct 
observed by all persons concerned 

l Every retail dealer shall until further notice make 
the Wednesday in each week, a return of the milk sold by 
the week ending at midnight on the previous Saturday 
form Milk Control 10 or such other form as the Food Cor 
from time to time prescribe, and shall comply with any direct 
tained on such form as to its completion or otherwise 

2. Every retail dealer in milk who has not at the date of these dire: 
tions made a return on the Official Forms Milk Control 9 and M 
Control 8/Returns 1 shall, on or before the 1st February, 1919, mak: 
such Returns and shall comply with any directions contained o1 ; 
forms as to completion or otherwise except as to the date when the 
return is to be made 

24th January ‘ Ly he powers « ; 


the 


aunpies 


at tity 
THE DREDGE CORN ORDER, 1917 a oo 
General Licence 


Notwithstanding the provisions of the above named Order 
O. No. 1182 of 1917. as amended by No. 1309 of 191 the F 
troller hereby authorizes that as from 10th February, 1919, unti 


cereals 


notice such dredge corn as consists of a mixture 
together and containing more than one cereal as a mair nstitus 


be used for the purpose of feeding live stock 
29th January 


ype reon 


ol the 


THE BEER: (PRICES AND DESORIPTION) ORDAR. 1919 
1. Sales of Beer in public bars.}—A ; . i. ane 
premises having a public bar or ‘bars, sel! or offer t i for 
on the premises any beer of a clases mentioned 
First. Schedule or uny beverage ntamimg al 
(a) By hottle, unless beer of suocl 
such public bar or bars at a price 1 
app icable under this Order: or 
(6) Otherwise than by bottle, unless beer of 


t 


in such public bar or bars b 
part thereof at a price not 
under this Order 
2. Sales of Bottled Beer.}—A per 
hcensed premises sell or ffer to ex von ty 
beer of uny dase unless at the time of such sale or offer for 
ready and willing to sell Ly bottle bottled beer of the like 
the same time in the same part of such ensed premises at a ‘ i ‘ ' 
not exceeding the maximum price applicable under this Ordes ; ; ng oe > , [oe © 
: ; that ¢} cal t e pri permitted 


by 


t 
3. Maximum. prices on retail sales.) (a Until further notice on the ae 4 
occasion of a sale by retail of beer the } ; v ’ ' 
} On a sale in a public bar or 
the premises at the rate app 
and 
ii) On any other sale at the 
Second Schedu o 
hb Where. at the request 


yttles or in hottles and cases, an 


h bottles or for such bottles 
and usual charge; provided that 
t» the buyer on the return of euch 
in good condition having regard to the 
of delivery by the seller and to ordinary 
(c) No charge eha'l be made ifor giving credit f 4 > apypet. ’ cithan?? af . ‘ ntrol Come 
4. Maximum price to he stated and Beer not to be dil 7 
beer is delivered to a icensed trader in a barr 
(i) The brewer or dealer disposing of su 


be oT, 








324 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Mar, 1, 1919 








— 





The expression ‘ Public Bar '’ shall mean any part of licensed pre 


nies n wh < h 


a) Prior to the let October, 1917. bex me customari’y been 
sold at a lower rate than the rat charged for the ke beer in 

are oti pant of such premases; o1 

5) Smee the let October, 1917. beer should have be: son 
t prices not exceeding the Maximum prices applicable according 


to the Beer (Prices and Descrypta n) Order 1917, or to the Beer 
Prices and Description) Order, 1918 [S.R. & O., No. 1058 of 
1917, and No. 343 of 1918 ] 

The foregoing definition of Public Bar ipply to 


my such part 
et inding that it is not a bar as commonly 


of the licensed premises not 


understood 


The expression censed premises shall mean premises where 
the @a of wtoxicating yuor ws carmed om under a hoence bat shall 
in addition include a club to which Section 91 of the Licensing (Consoli 
datioa \ 1910 rs 

‘The expression ‘‘ sale by reta ’ in tion to beer shall mean the 
sale of beer at any one time t any one persoq mn any quantaty not 
exceeding four and half umperial gallons or in t case of bottled beer 
two dozen reputed quarte 

The expression ee , relatnon t ciub shal) | e the same 
Meaning ase t word supply 

The expreesion ceneed trader” chall meas y person holding « 

ce authoris=inm 4 hun to dea n beer whether taal r on wiee 

12. Earcevtion Not ng on this Order sha apply to 

a) Beer which is pr wed to have been brewed prior to the 1st of 
Jamary, 1918. at an origina) gravity of not less than 1070 
+) The sale of beer om passenger vessels; o1 
TI sale of beer n Ir wad for very mn Ire] 1 


13. Penalty.|—Infringements of this Order. or the making of a false 


statement on any invoice, or of a false mark on any barrel or cask. are 


summary offences against the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

14. Revocation.}—The Beer (Prices and Description) Order 1918 [S.R 
& O., No, 343 of 1918], is hereby revoked as on the 24th February. 1919 
wit ut prejudice t ny —p eed ngs espect tT an contra miion 
thereof 

15. Title and commencement a This Order mav be cited as the 
Beer (Prices and Description) Order, 1919 

4) Thia Order al come into for ' e 24 February, 1919 


5th February 
Th Fire? Schedule 
Sales of Beer Ly Retail in a Public Bar or for 
Consumption off the Premise 


Maximum Pri 


The Necond Schedulis 


[Maximum Prices or Sales of Beer by Retail for Consumption n the 
Premise ‘ ewhere than in a Pul e Bar.] 


The following I 1 Orde have also been issued 
Order amendit the Potatoes (Cons lation) Order N« > 1918 
24th January 
The Canned Condensed Mill Retail Price Order, 1918 Notice 


under 29th January 
Order amending the Flour and Bread (Prices) Order,‘1917 (as 
imended by an Order dated the 12th December. 1918). 3lst Jan ary 


Societies. 


City of London Solicitors’ Company. 
FUSION OF THE PROFESSION 


\ special meeting of the members of the City of London Solicitors 
Company was held at the London Chamber of Commerce, Cannot 


street, on Friday, the 21st ult to discuss the proposed fusion of 
the two branches of the profession,”’ the chair being taken by the 
Master (Mr. F. McNair Among those present were the following 
members of tl court Past Master Holmes, Past Master Cousins, 


Messrs, E. B. V. Christian, T. H. Wrensted, and J. M. Haslip. Sir 
Homewood Crawford wrote regretting his inability to be -present 
owing to illness, and Sir William Crump was also prevented from attend 
ing by a prior engagement 

The Master said that the meeting would be aware that, at a recent 


meeting of the Law Society, a proposition for the fusion of the pro 
fession was carried by a large majorit and the court had thought 
it would be reasonable to ask the member of the Solicitors’ Company 
to discuss the matter among themselves » that the court might ascer- 
tain what their views were It was not intended that any resolution 


should be passed at the meeting He did not wish himself to introduce 


the subject, but would prefer that someone in the body of the room 
should start the discussion 

Mr. Freperick Waker said he had given personal thought to this 
matter for the past fifty years, and he had come to the conclusion 
that there was a good deal to be said on both sides of the question 





The resolution which was passed at the recent Law Society meeting, 
and which was subject to a poll of the members, was passed on the 
basis, he believed, of its being in the interest of the public that 


fusion should take place. But if they, as solicitors, were desirous of 
considering it from the point of view of their own individual interests 
they were perfectly entitled to do so. Looking back for fifty years, he 
had undoubtedly noticed that the remuneration of the other branch 
of the profession had had a tendency to increase very largely. The 
fees that were marked on briefs when he was an articled clerk would 
be absolutely sniffed at by the humblest clerk of the 2ost modest 
member of the Bar nowadays; and the fees given to-day to the leaders 
would have frightened one to death then. On the other hand, it was 
only just to remark that the remuneration of the Solicitor branch had 
been constantly tending to decrease, and that it was being reduced to 
a point where the question of income tax would be no longer interest- 
ing to them. In the old days solicitors, even in a modest country 
town like Teignmouth, in Devonshire, for instance, could, and did 
make fortunes, but that was all altered. There was a time when bank 
ruptcy was a very remunerative part of a solicitor’s business, but that 
had gradually disappeared. Then the Public Trustee was coming 
forward and taking away an enormous amount of what he might call 
the good, sound, family business of solicitors. People said that there 
had been certain scandals in connection with trusts. He did not 
deny that, but he asserted that they were few and extremely smal! 
Therefore, if they were to look at the matter from the point of view 
of the profession, there was a good deal to say in favour of their 
branch amalgamating with the other. From the public point of view 
there was something less to be said for it. According to what he had 
scertained. in other countries where there was fusion, although there 
vas nominally but one branch of the profession, still, by custom, the 
profession did divide itself into two branches. He was told that in 
Australia, and to some extent in America, the profession did divide 
itself, and if that was so it rather indicated that for the convenience 
of the public a division was desirable 

Mr. J. M. Hastie (member of the court) said that two years ago 
he was responsible for a resolution of the court to enquire into the 
relationship of the Bar and solicitors, and a report was prépared and 
sent up to the Law Society, but, owing to the war, nothing much was 
done. Whether they were solicitors or barristers, they could only 
look at the matter from the point of view of the public. They existed 
for the public, the public did not exist for them, and the more demo- 
cratic the country became the more evident that principle became 
They would only be cutting their own throats if they attempted to 
discuss the matter from any other point of view. It was perfectly 
true that the costs of solicitors had gone down and the fees of barris 
ters had gone up. But, let them think of the small number of prac 
tising barristers and the huge number of solicitors’ offices that were 
open to them, which was a reason why the fees of the Bar were 
high. One reason why the leaders of the Bar were able to make large 
fortunes was that it was competent for them under the rules to 
receive fees for which they made no return. With a few honourable 
exceptions, they did not return fees where they did no work in respect 
of them. When the court were investigating the matter for the 
purposes of the report to which he had referred, they ascertained 
that so short a time ago as when Lord Justice Chitty and Lord Justice 
Davey were juniors, they were accustomed to receive five guineas on 
their briefs as juniors and their leaders fifteen guineas. There was 
no rule, and really there was no rule to-day, except that which was 
forced on solicitors by the junior Bar as to the two-thirds of the fees 
marked for their leaders. There, again, they had the junior counsel 
sitting in court day after day, receiving large fees, and probably never 
opening their mouths. Both sides of the profession ought to be placed 
in the same position, as lawyers in every other country in the world 
were. In every other country the lawyer and his client could mak: 
anv arrangement they liked between themselves. But here there was 
nothing of the kind; they were strangled by rules and regulations 
which might have been useful in bygone times, but which were not 
at all necessary or useful to-day. Here was a profession, composed of 
honourable men—University men were coming into its ranks in evet 
increasing numbers—and yet they were not to be permitted to make 
such an arrangement and so be put on the same basis as every other 
profession in the world. As a rule, in America and other countries 
the man who took the case carried it through; but here, with a case 
of anv strength, there had to be six lawyers to do what everywhere 
else in the world was done by three. But solicitors would never of 
themselves beat down the monopoly of the Bar. It was the strongest 
trade union in the world. They must. educate the public and shew 
that the change was to their interest. 

Mr. F. M. Gvueperta said he had for many years been in favour of 
fusion, and he asked for it from the public point of view. The 
client ought to be able to go direct to the lawyer best able to conduct 
his case, as he could in other countries. But in this country the 
solicitor had to send the work to the barrister. He believed that, with 
fusion, the barrister would send work to the solicitor ; and the leading 


send work to well-known firms of solicitors In 
» him 


barrister would 
America the client could go to a single firm, which would name t 
a single fee for which the work would be done, and that was 4 great 
advantage to the client. With fusion there would be leading barristers 
sending particular work which was not litigious to firms of solicitors 
who did such work. In America the client went to a firm. and that 
firm selected the counsel most suitable to the case There were 
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specialists there and there would be specialists in this country. Each 
firm had its ‘“‘trial’’ lawyer. There was no need to prepare instruc- 
tions in writing. All the work was done in consultation, and the 
counsel who was going to be in court attended the conferences direct, 
with the client fn nearly all big cases here the leading counsel had 
practically not seen the client until the eve of the trial, nor did he 
see the witnesses until they went into the witness-box. He did not 
think the average learning of members of the profession in America 
was greater than here, but he did say it was not less. If the solicitor 
here came to an arrangement with his client to make a certain charge, 
it was very embarrassing to have to say, “ [ am making an agreement 
with you which cannot be enforced in the courts.’’ The solicitors ought 
to be able to take into partnership such “‘trial’’ lawyers as they 
needed for their particular business. ‘The client ought to have the 
advantage that his solicitor could plead in court on his behalf, and 
that the solicitor could be able to tell him that he could go to some 


specialist counsel who coald guide him on the particular law involved | 


in that particular litigation. The clieat ought to have the most 
absolute right of going to whom he liked It was to the public in 
terest that every practitioner in the profession should be put on the 
most dignified plane possible. It was an abomination that solicitors 
should be denied the opportunity of sitting on the Bench. The solici- 
tor ought to have this great goal before him, just as had the barrister. 
It would tend to create devotion to th» profession and to its being 
administered on the highest principles. 

Mr. Fraser said it was in the last degree unsatisfactory that, 
whereas men of the solicitor calling practising in America, Canada, 
and elsewhere would, in the ordinary course of things, attain to the 
position of K.C.s, they were here kept in precisely the same position 
in which they were when they were admitted. That was a point 
which ought to be corrected. Solicitors were frequently called upon 
to advise in international law, and in the future, there would be a 
large number of international lawyers coming from all countries to 
London, and they would meet solicitors who were not on an equal 
footing with themselves. Was it reasonable to suppose that clients 
would not recognize that they could not hold their own with foreign 
lawyers if the foreign lawyer took precedence of them’ It was of the 
highest importance that the solicitor branch should be elevated, and 
that everything should be done to improve the education of those 
belonging to it; and that education should'not be restricted only to 
education they received up to the time until they passed their final 
examination, but should be continued in a course of post-graduate 
studies. 

Mr. Past-master Hotmes said he was at one time in a counsellor’s 
office in New York. Counsel there lived with his cass from the time 
it came into the office until the time of trial, probably four or six 
months. He had with him the atmosphere of the case Under our 
system, when the solicitor had had five or six months with a case he 
had to deliver it over first of all to a junior barrister, who would 
spend probably less than six hours with it, and who would be paid 
from one-third to a half of what the solicitor had earned in the six 
months. It must not be assumed that it was only the senior partner 
in a firm in America who became the “‘trial’’ lawyer. He took care 
to have two, perhaps three, juniors who could take his case. Briefs 
were never sent back at the last moment, as was the case here. Solici 
tors and barristers here passed practically the same examinations—if 
anything, the solicitor’s examination was the most severe—and solici 
tors had quite as much knowledgs at the beginning of their career as 
barristers, and the solicitor who was in immediate contact with the 
client in his daily life was by far the more practical man of the two 
On that account it would be a great advantage to the country if the 
client, instead of having te go to one of the 250 practising barristers, 
could go to one of the 16,000 practising solicitors. 

Mr. Scorr said it could hardly be disputed that, from the point of 
view of expense, fusion would undoubtedly result in a material saving 
to the clients, because the expense of ar action really began when you 
were preparing for trial; and it was the enormous expense of modern 
trials which was really tending to kill litigation. Where the leader 
was paid a thousand guineas on his brief ani + hundred a day refresher 
the money went into the pockets of the Bar and not of the solicitors. 
The solicitor would get for attending court and discharging the multi 
farious duties of superintending the trial of an action three guineas 
a day. In the medical profession there was no such division as 
existed in the legal. The general practitioner on a consultation did 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
| now offered by the CENTURY, 


Correspondence Invited. 


ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 





SPECIMEN RATES. 








| 
Age not less | For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
than 2 j eg i 
Females. | Males. 
60 £8 10 6 £9 910 
65 918 6 ll 210 
70 11 19 10 13 8 6 














‘* A strong, well-managed concern.”— Financial Tomes. 
“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 


veneration.’ —IJnsurance Newe. 


**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain,” 
Impre SStONS, 


CENTURY throughout its career.’—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


| _**Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 
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in question They had heard nothing as to how fusion worked in 
America. It seemed to him that if a firm had several barristers as 


members preference would naturally be given to them. The firm 
vould not want to send business outside their office if they could help 
it. How was it possible, without losing clients, to be abie to consult 
other firms about their business’ So far as he could see at the 


moment fusion would not be to the advantage of the public 

Mr. Lewis said he understood a gentleman at the Law Society meet 
ing to say that at one time they had the English system in Australia, 
and that there the new system had been found of great service. The 
question was what was meant by fusion. Was it the inter-changeability 
of the two classes of the profession, so that the solicitor might do 
the work of the barrister if he chose, and vice versa? That was how 
it represented itself to his Mind, and he thought that there should 
be no reason why lawyers should not enter into partnership. This 
was most important. At the Law Society meeting it was proposed 
as an amendment to the motion of fusion to ask only for the right 
of audience, but that was outvoted. Many budding barristers went 
into solicitors’ offices for a few months, and many Budding solicitors 
went into barristers’ chambers in the same way, and that was, in a 
small way, fusion. The real objection to fusion was that it might 
tend to split the profession into the solicitor-advocate and the solicitor- 
non-advocate. It might be necessary that the firm should have in 
partnership counsel who would attend to advocacy. It might be said 
that many solicitors would not care to act as advocates, and that 
advocacy was a life-long experience. But the solicitor should have the 
opportunity of advocacy if he was desirous of it, and it ought to be 
possible that he should be made a member of the Bench 











not get two-thirds of the fee of the eminent specialist. Further, his 
clerk did not expect to get 24 per cent. of his employer's fee. It 
might be that fusion would not be brought about in the immediate 
future, but he was of opinion that it was bound to come. Of course, 
the hostility of the Bench and the Bar had to be considered, but 
sooner or later that would have to give way and the general interest 
of the public would prevail. 

Mr. Matruews said he was strictly against fusion at the present 
time. Possibly it might put right many of the abuses which had been 
Mentioned, but litigation had been principally referred to. The point 
of view of the conveyancer and of those who did that sort of work 

not been touched upon. Litigation by no means represented the 
est amount of the solicitor’s work. The greatest amount was giving 
advice and carrying .on a general practice dealing with all sorts of 
fubjects. It was best for the client’s interest that the solicitor should 





Mr. H. Etwett said that the argument chiefly urged against fusion 
was that it would not be good tor the public. But the public wanted 
their work done expeditiously and to know the limit of their liability, 
and fusion would help that in every way. 

The Master said the matter would be discussed by the Court, who, 
knowing the views of the members, would probably express some views 
themselves upon it. 

Mr. Watker made the suggestion that there should be some more 
definite meaning of what fusion meant. 

The Master said he thought they must all feel that they did not 
know what fusion meant. It was the word used by Mr. Gisborne at 
the meeting of the Law Society. What was really needed to carry 
out the views of those who had spoken was that there should be one 
legal profession—that there should not be two sides to it. That was 
apparently the wish of the meeting and of other people elsewhere, 
and if that were brought about it would in the end, there was very 
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little doubt, lead to less expense in litigation and other matters. The 
solicitor branch was governed by certain Acts of Parliament as to fees 
and remuneration, whereas the other branch was not. When the two 
were united together he did not know what would happen. Somehow 
or other, he took it, there would be some sort of scale of fees and there 
would be some sort of responsibility. Everything the solicitor did 
came before the Law Society, the Master of the Rolls, and so on 
What the Bar did went before the Bar Council, and no one knew what 
was the result 

Mr. Waker said he hoped that a further opportunity 
viven for discussing the subject by members 





would be 


Union Society of London. 

SESSTON 1918-19 
is held in the Middle Templ 
1919, at 8 p.m 


policy with 


[ the soc iety WW 
the 26th February 
That the Government 


Phe fifteenth meeting ¢ 
Common Room on Wednesday 
The subject for debate was 


regard to Ireland has complete! y failed Opener Mir i Geen. 
Opposer: Mr. H,. Langridge 
The motion was carned 
United Law Society. 
\ meeting of the above-named society was held at the Middle Tempk 


Common Room on Monday, 24th February, at 7.50 p.m 


Mr. T. Jameson moved: “That this House is of opinion that the 
formation of a League of Nations is the most effective method of 
preventing future war Mr. Neville Tebbutt opposed. There also 


Yates, G. W. Fisher, E. J. Harvey (visitor), R 


spoke Messrs J. R 
Blackwell Mr Jameson replied 


Walker, S. E. Redfern, and ( P 
The motion was carried by nine votes to four 


The Acquisition of Land for Public 


Purposes. 


\ discussion on the two reports published by the Committee appointed 
by the Ministry of Reconstruction to deal with “ the acquisition and 
valuation of land for public purposes ’’ took place, says the T'imes, at 
&u meeting of the Surveyors’ Institution on the 24th ult. 

Mr. Balfour Browne, K.C., criticizing the report of the Committee, 
said that the Government would probably have secured their object 
more easily by making capital in this country safe, and by putting an 


end, they possibly could, to the labour troubles, than by mérely 
cockering up”’ the machinery 
Mr. Leshe NSeott, K.4 M.P.. the chairman of the Committee, said 
vas only hen the nation did not require the use of that land that 


the owner was entitled to keep the exclusive use of it. The recognition 
of that principle was at the bottom of the two reports of the Committee, 
und it was only the recognition of that principle which would meet 
the broad sense of justice and expediency which was developing in the 
nation at the present time with regard to land. Wherever it could be 
shown that it was in the national interest that a given piece of land 
should be put to some other use, then it should be open to the Govern 
ment, the local authority, or a private promoter, to make application 
for a compulsory order for the acquisition of that land upon terms of 
fair compensation to the owner. 

He believed that the nationalization of land, or resources of the 
country, was certain to stamp out initiative and real progress, but he 
felt very strongly that unless they made land available for public pur- 
poses easily, cheaply, and rapidly, they would fifid that the demand for 
the larger measure of reform—though he did not think it reform—would 
gain the day 





Death Duties in Queensland. 


Shareholders of companies having interests, no matter how small, in 
Queensland, says the TJ'imes (21st ult.), under “City Notes,”’ are 
affected by the Succession and Probate Duties Amendment Act, 1918, 
recently passed by the Queensland Legislature. This piece of legislation 
enacts that the shares held by any member of a company having property 
in Queensland shall be subject to death duties in respect of his share 
in the Queensland property of a company, and the company is placed 
under the obligation of filing a return of the death of a shareholder, 
giving particulars of his holding, and paying the duty thereon, and in 
default being subject to a penalty. Any company here or elsewhere 
eut of Queensland with a large number of members, which has a 
branch or agency in that State or holds any shares in a Queensland 
company, wil] not only be caused an immense amount of trouble in its 
registration department in complying with the Act, but the representa- 
tives of a deceased shareholder will be unable to deal with the deceased’s 
shares for many months after lodgment of probate. A company of 
course, is not in daily touch with its shareholders, and in a case 
where they number thousands, some of them living in different parts 
of the world, the time limit allowed—six montha—muet often be 








exceeded. As the Act will affect many English peow eaagar and firms, it 
is suggested that the companies should confer together with a view to 
obtaining some modification of this new Act, which, if allowed to stand 
as it is, must mevitably cause investors to avoid Queensland securities. 


Conscientious Objectors. 


The following letter appeared in the Z'imes of the 25th ult. :— 
Sir,—May we plead Ghat the case of conscientious objectors should 
be considered’ While the fighting continued there were two opinions 
on the subject, for if some thought that they were treated harshly, 
others felt that the gravity of the military position allowed no alterna 
tive. But now that the danger is past, to continue punishment, and 
even still more to impose fresh sentences, seems needlessly vindictive 
If, in the interest of the soldiers not yet demobilized, they must be 
detained lest they should have an advantage in securing the pleasante 
and better-paid jobs, we submit that they need only be detained, and 
all other punishment should be pretermitted. 
C. Oxon. 
F. H. Ey. 
Wixrrip. 0. 
W. Exon. 


TRURON. 








Alien Enemies and Internment. 


In the House of Commons, on the 13th inst., Mr. Shortt, replying 
to Mr. Joynson-Hicks, who asked the Home Secretary to state how 
many cases of alien enemies had been considered by Mr. Justice 
Sankey’s Committee, and of that number how many had, since the 
Committee was formed, been interned, said :— 

I understand that between July last, when this Committee was recon 
stituted and undertook the work of revising the exemptions they had 
previously granted, and the end of 1918, when they suspended the 
work, they considered about 3,000 cases, and as a result of their 
recommendations some 150 men have been finally interned. This 
figure does not include provisional internments afterwards exempted by 
the Committee, nor aliens interned for special reasons without reference 
to the Committee 

Replying to further questions, Mr. Shortt said :— 

The latest return shews 18,607 enemy civilians interned in this 
country. The Government has decided on the general policy of 
general repatriation of interned enemies, and this is now being carried 
out as quickly as shipping facilities permit. If any are allowed to 
remain here, it will only be for reasons of an exceptional character 
One hundred and eighteen persons interned as alien enemies have been 
released since the armistice was signed, of whom more than two-thirds 
were released on being duly recognized as Czecho-Slovaks and therefore 
ceasing to be enemies, and the remainder had been interned merely 
pending further consideration of their cases by the Advisory Com 
mittee, who eventually recommended exemption from internment. 
Since the armistice was signed 6,132 alien enemies have been repat 
riated, of whom over 6,000 had been interned. \ 








| Companies. 
The Legal and General Life Assurance Society. 


The annual genera! meeting of this society was held on the 25th ult., 
at the chief office, 10, Fleet-street, Mr. Romer Williams, D.L., J.P. 
(the chairman), presiding. 

The Actuary and Manager (Mr. E. Colquhoun) read the notice con- 
vening the meeting. 

The Chairman said : Gentlemen, I have now the pleasure of sub 
mitting to you the report for the year 1918, the eighty-second since the 
establishment of the society; and as it has been distributed among al! 
the proprietors, I venture to suggest it may be taken as read. : 

The number of policies issued in the past year was 3,962, against 35,855 
issued in 1917. The sums assured were £2,170,058, as against 
£1,934,873, and the premiums £137,495, as against £108,094. hese 
tigures are before deducting reassurances, the totals of the life assurance 
and general funds being combined for brevity. The figures after deduc 
tion of reassurances are: Sums assured £2,127,104, as against 
£1,866,851 in 1917, the new premiums being £133,647, as against 
£103,495 in the previous year. You will see, gentlemen, that these 
figures show an improvement under every heading in comparison with 
those of the previous year, which should give general satisfaction, having 
regard to the difficulties created by the war. The total net premium 
income of both funds amounted to £1,111,090, as against £1,060,972 for 
1917. 

Tre Lore AssvrRANCE Fenn. 


Dealing for the moment with the life assurance fund only, the society 
has received as consideration for annuities purchased the sum of £55,502, 
as compared with £47,523 in last year’s account. Waving regard to the 
very favourable terms for investments that have been available during 
the year, this increase may, I think, be considered particularly satisfse- 
tory as shewing confidence in the financial stability of the society. The , 
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———C_C__—— 
total expenses and commissions are 11.2 per cent. of the premium income 


as against 11.6 per cent. in the previous year. This result you will no 
doubt agree is a satisfactory one, especially having regard to the in- 
greased volume of new business which has been transacted and the many 
expenses due to the war. sats | 

The total claims on the life assurance fund amounted to £730,511, of 
which £183,597 represent claims under endowment assurances matur 
ing for payment during the year, and which therefore call for no 
further remarks. -The remaining claims, amounting to £546,914, are 
on account of deaths of 428 lives assured, and of this amount £111,829 
js attributable to deaths directly due to the war. The corresponding 
figures for last year were £654,952 death claims, including £152,873 due 
to the war. Apart from the war claims, the society's mortality exper! 
ence in 1918 was a favourable one, although the society did not escap 
from the results of the influenza epidemic, which accounted for sixty-tfiv 
deaths, representing over £93,000 of liability ; the total mortality, includ 
ing war p area was only 85.8 of the expectation. With regard to deat 
daims directly due to the war the total number of deaths notified to 
date is 844 in respect of £746,655 sums assured and bonuses. As 
result of the society’s operations the funds have increased by the sui 


of £433,382 during the year. 
ASSETS AND INTEREST EARNINGS 


As stated in the report, the directors have, as usual, gone through the 
various securities comprised in the society's assets, and the result of 
such investigation is satisfactory. With regard to the Steck Exchange 
securities I am pleased to say that upon a valuation by the society's 
brokers as at 31st December last there is shewn an appreciable margin 
as compared with the book values, without taking into consideration 
at all the investment reserve fund of £40,694, or the sum of £40,786 
which is shewn as actual profit realized on investments sold but at the 
moment unappropriated to any particular account. The average rate 
of interest has increased from £4 15s. to £4 17s. This is satisfactory 
Lut, as I pointed out at the last annual meeting, the society can only 
benefit by slow degrees from the rise in the earning power of money 
and the increase in the rate of income tax counteracts the increase in the 
gross rate of interest earned. If you will refer to the printed accounts 
you will see that the net interest earned, amounting to £360,874, includes 
asum of £27,980, which represents a refund of income tax made by thy 
Inland Revenue to the society in accordance with the provisions of the 
Finance Act, 1915. This refund is in respect of the two years 1915 and 
1916 


I might perhaps explain that insurance companies which are taxed 
om interest income have hitherto been unable to obtain any refund of 
income tax in cases where the taxed income exceeds the profit actually 
garned, but the Act referred to provides for a refund of tax in respect 
of expenses, so that, broadly speaking, the tax ix in reality 
able on the interest income, less expens?s 

The chairman dealt at length with the Bill for Extension of Powers 
in particular in reference to the effect on policy holders, and explained 

position as to the maintenance of the bonus in the future 
in this connection :- : 


~ charge 


saving. 


Our anxiety is due principally to the heavy taxes now imposed on 
life offices—I refer in particular, of course, to the income tax, which 
affects us all alike. I have frequently pointed out to you that the main 
May of the bonus is the surplus interest, and it is from this source that 
the tonus is chiefly contributed. There are, of course, other small 
fources, such as surrenders and lapses, and economy of management 
There is also the mortality profit, but this for the time being must be 
Geregarded. To return, then, to the effect of the income tax. The 
fret charge upon the interest earned by the society is, of course, the 
interest upon the various funds as assumed in the valuable calculations 

is allocation has to be made at net rates, as no allowance for income 
fax is made in the valuation. As a result the whole income tax levied 
falls as a deduction from the surplus interest after the above allocations 
have been made—and in our case this has the effect of reducing the 
mrplus by more than one-half. In these circumstances it seems to the 

d impossible to expect the Lonus to be maintained, and, having 
tome to this conclusion, we think it right to take the 
tunity of telling you so, so that no false hopes may |} 
the subject. 


earliest oppo1 
entertained upon 


POLICY-HOLDERS’ SHARE oF THE PROFITS 
It was this anxiety as to future bonuses which led to out I 
% regards the policy-holders in the Bill. 


Pelicy-holders, while retaining, of course, 


ropositi } 
What we propose is that the 


nine-tenths of the profits of 
tr own fund, shall have a claim to nine-tenths of all other profits 
Made by the society, in so far as that might be necessary to maintain 


e existing rate of bonus, namely, 38s. per cent 

Sith the stipulation that no higher rate of bonus was to be expected or 

imed in the future. Some such condition was manifestly necessars 

t the protection of the shareholders, and the only reason for offering 

concession (which I may say has been welcomed as a generous one 

by those whose opinions I have heard) is the desire to protect as far as 
Pesible the interests of the policy-holders. 

I would venture to say that if the suggested changes are carried out 

¢ that. will be a possibility of the present rate of 

being maintained. If, however, the petition against the Bill 

Meceeds and the changes are not carried out. then I am of opinion that 














compound, coupled | 





no one fully conversant with the matter would consider it likely that 
the present high rate of bonus, let alone an increased rate, could be 
paid in the future. In conclusion, the Chairman moved the adoption 


of the report and accounts 

The Deputy-Chairman (Mr. Charles P. Johnson, J.P.) seconded the 
motion, and, after a few remarks ty Mr. G. J. Fowler and Master 
Granville Smith, was unanimously carried 


Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Cae Law Stupents’ Desatina Sociery held a meeting on coth mat., 
it which the motion for debate was That the case of Joseph Rand 
/ ted Craig (1919. 1 Ch. 1) was wrongly decided The motion 
Vas rried bY x le 

Obituary. 
Judge William D. Benson. 
bud Wittrsm D. Benson, County Judge the Sheffield and Rothe: 
‘ 1 t ‘ s appointed 907, died last weel \ 
rreepondent of the 7'imeé writes of bin 

The death of his Honour Judge William Denman Benaon, LL D., aft 

‘ { mes as a great ehock to this large circ! ‘lends. He 
’ ind 1 practical la r, and nan of very strong common 
“Os yu mibuived t ridheat hearte and a gr 
apa il enjoymne made m en ous popular 

Since his appointment, t e Cou Court, e divaded b un 

Lwe Sheffield and London una u the age f 70 ould stall trave 
»y nicht from one pla the other, and turn up fresh for his morning's 

He t t " ffairs of Sheffield, especia 
he u ersnty { Ww e Ware a orary Docto f Law He was 
+ past ster of the D pers’ 4 pany al 1 devoted all the time he 

ild spare to the work of the company. He was chairman of ¢ 
yvernors of the Peop P hairman of the Council of the 
East I lon Colle ind irman of the Sir William Boreman 
Foundatio One t ft ) Captain G. P. Benson, was killed 





THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
CREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


The 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 
CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire compels the Cornmittee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the ahead work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children 

£5,000 has to be raised immediately 

to keep the Hospital out of debi 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed mules, sed pre patria. 





Captain A. Vernon Jones. 


Captain A. Vernon Jones, Royal Welsh Fusiliers, who died on Feb- 
ruary 16th of broncho-pneumoma at Camsérs, France, was the only 
son of Mr. Robert Jones, of ‘‘ The Moorings,’’ Rhyl. He was educated 
at Epworth College, Rhyl, under Mr, J. C, Beattie, and artic led to Mr 
Osborn (Porter, Amphlett, & Co.), solicitor, Colwyn Bay. He enlisted 
in September, 1914, in the 13th Battalion, R.W.F., and was gazetted 
second hieutenant in the same battalion in October, 1914, being promoted 
hieutenant in August, 1915. He landed in France on the lat December, 
1915, and acted as staff captain, 113th Brigade, for some months, being 
adjutant, 13th R.W.F., from July, 1916, to April, 1917 He was pro 
moted captain in April, 1917, and was attached to the 113th Brigade 
Head-quarters and H.Q. 38th Division for staff course from April, 1917, 
to January, 1918. He was attached to H.Q. XV. Corps for two months, 
and acted as G.S.O. (3) being appointed G.S.O. (3), 38th (Welsh) Division 
in October, 1918, He proceeded to Q.M.G.’s branch, G.H.Q. in December, 
1918, and was mentioned in despatches in December, 1918. He was 
twentydour years of age 


Legal News, 


Appointment. 


Mr. Leonanp H. West, LL.D., J.P., The Grange, Wendover, has 
been elected Vice-Chairman of the Buckinghamshire County Council. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Geratp Epmonps Compstox, Ronert ALExanper Haypon, and 
Epwarp STANLEY Movtp Perowne, solicitors (Rollit, Sons, & 
Compston & Perowne & Co.), 3, Mincing-lane, E.C., 3. Jan. 24. 
The said Gerald Edmonds Compston and Robert Alexander Haydon will 
continue to carry on their business at 3, Mincing-lane aforesaid, under 
their former style or firm of Rollit, Sons & Compston ; the said Edward 
Stanley Mould Perowne will carry on business on his own account at 
19, Coleman-street, E.C. 2, under the style or firm of Perowne & Co 


Artuvr WILLAN Suite and Artuur Percy Hit, solicitors (Laycock, 
Smith and Hill), 4, Market-street, Altrincham. Feb. 6. The said 
Arthur Percy Hill will carry on the business at the above address under 
the style or firm of Laycock & Hill. 

(Gazette, 25th February. 


General. 


Three thousand and fifty-eight complaints of neglect and cruelty were 
investigated by the National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children in England, Wales, and freland during January. Of the 
2,993 completed cases, 2,930 were found true, affecting the welfare of 
8,378 children and involving 3,736 offenders. Warnings were issued in 
2,612 cases and 131 were prosecuted, resulting in 127 convictions 


In the House of Commons on the 20th ult., Sir C. Henry asked the 
Prime Minister if he would state whether it was the intention, either 
by legislation or otherwise, to deal with the recommendations made by 
the Royal Commirsion on Judicial Delay, of which the late Lord St 
Aldwyn was chairman, which reported previous to the war In reply 
the Attorney-General (Sir Gordon Hewart) said :—Effect has been 
given to some of the most important rec mmanendations of Lord St. 
Aldwyn's Commission. Others can be carried into effect only by the 
action of the Judges themselves, and I have no doubt that they have, 
so far as practicable, given careful consideration to the recommendations ; 
others have become obsolete since the Commission reported; others, 
again, are highly controversial. I may say that there is now no delay 
in the King’s Bench Division. It ia, on my opinion, desirable that the 
state of ofnize which has arisen from the war should resume a normal 
course before legislation upon the subjects dealt with by the Commission 
is introduced 

Messrs. Michael Abrahams, Sons & Co. inform the Jimes that 
they have received advices from Panis stating that a limit has now been 
fixed én France as regards the final postponement of the payment of 
bills and other negotiable instruments due by commercial debtors. By 
decree of the President of the French Republic of December 29, 1918 
(with certain exceptions, the principal of which relates to debtors who 
are etill mobilised), it ie enacted that the due date of bills and other 
—— instruments drawn before 4th August, 19014, and originally 
falling due in France after 3lst July, 1914, inolusive, be finally extended 
for fifty-six months from the original due date, and that repayment of 
loans can be claimed on or after 3let March, 1919. Various provisions 
are inserted as —_ claiming payment, the penalty in default being 
loss of interest. It is important im the general interest, and in order 


to preserve recourse against other parties to negotiable instruments pay- 
able in France, that the terms of this enactment should be known to 
the commercial community, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Me. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday.. Mar. 3 Mr. Ploxam Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Jolly 
weeday ...... 4 Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge 
Wednesday .. 5 Goldschmidt Synge Bloxam 
Thursday . 6 Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam Borrer 
PURGES cccces oo Charch h Borrer Goldschmidt 
Saturday 8 Farmer Cuurch Goldschmidt Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.0, 
” ASTBURY. Younogr, PETERSON, LAWRENCE. 
Monday.. Mar. 3 Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer 
Tuesday ...... 4 Farmer Church Leach Gy Idsch midt 
Wed esday 6 July Farmer Charch Leach 
Thureday .... 6 Synge Jolly Farmer Charch 
Friday ........ 7 Bloxam Wee Jolly Farmer 
Saturday .... § Borrer lexam Synge Jolly 








° . e 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—Fripar, Feb. 14. 

Co-orrrative Piate Worxs, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 25, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Anthony Bell, 2, Walbrook, liquidator. 

Hirvy's (Viwssurr), Ltd. (IN Votuntarr LiquipaTion.)—Creditors are required 
on or before Feb, 24, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Mr. G, F. H. Gardner, 2, Darley-st., Bradford, liquidator. 


Warten Hareis, Lrp. (In Votuntany Liguipation.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 10, to send particulars of their debts or claims to Walter Herris, 
64, Oxford-st, liquidator. 


Victonta Founpry anp ENGInerrine Company, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or 
wfore April 15, to send in their names and addresees, and partioulars of they 
debts or claims, to George Brinley Bowen, Salubrious-chmbrs., Swansea, 
liquidator. 


Wittiam Grar anp Co., Ltp.--Creditore are required, on or before March 19, to send 
their names and addressees, and the particuiars of their debts or claims, to Sir 
William Barclay Peat, West Hartlepool, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitsp In CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.--Turspar, Feb. 18. 


Atoerta Lanp Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 5, to eend their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debte or claims, to Julius Wilstn 
Hetherington Byrne, 81, Gracechurch-st., liquidator. 

ANGLO-PortTvGUEsE MOTOR anpD Macuinery Co., Lp. (IN Votuntany LiQqurpation.)— 
Creditors are required, on or before March 27, to send in their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debte or claims, to George Manley O'Bryen 
Horeford, 31, Budge-row, Cannon-st., liquidator. 


Eois Suirvarnp, Lrp. (In Voicntary Ligurpation.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Merch 17, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debte and claims, to Sir William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator. 

Fresmrie.p Steamsuir Co., Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before March 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frank ‘Durner, 31, James-st., Liverpool, liquidetor. 





Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—Fripar, Feb. 14. 


Portsmouth Motor Engineering and Hardy's (Dewsbury), Ltd. 

Munitions Co., Ltd. British Wire Stitehing Machine Co., Ltd. 
Rother Vale Coilieries, Ltd. Light & Oo., Ltd. 
tobacco Products Corporation cf Great Camelinat Stamping Co., Ad. 

Britain end Ireland, Ltd. Vietoria Foundry and Engineering Co., 
©. H. PB. T., Ltd. Ltd. 
Camberwell Empire Cinematograph Co., William Gray & Co., Ltd. 

Ltd. Waleall War fF iggeries, Ltd. 
Mariborough Picture Theatre (Hollo- Nimrod Ulub Co., Ltd. 

way), Ltd. Newcastle Exhibitions, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—Tutspar, Feb. 18. 


larkwa Boring Syndicate, Ltd. R. Stephenson (Liverpool), Ltd 

Dunn, Davies & Whitner, Ltd. Egis Shipyard, Ltd. 

’. D. V. Aireraft Co., Ltd. Geo. R. Haller. Ltd. 

A. Vernon Ward (Hoye), Ltd. The City Arms Tavern and Hotel 

A. Vernon Ward (Manchester), Ltd. Co., Ltd. 

Vv. S. Russell, Ltd. The Western Coconut Estates, Ltd. 
Anglo-Portuguese Motor and Machinery Georgetown Coconut Estates, Ltd. 
Co., Ltd. H. & J. Nash, Ltd. 

Loughborough Road Car Co., Ltd. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for a0y 
purpose. Jewels, pe furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, ® 
epeciality.—{ApvT. 
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Ware, Bersy Guact, Blackburn. March 1. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar or Cia. 
London Gazette.—Fuipar, Feb. 7. 


Posttz, Jonmw Avovstixe, Buntingford, Herts, Parmer. 
Postle, Astbury and Lawrence, JJ. Henry 
Hadham, near Ware, 


Wadsley ¥ 
Muc h 


March 1. 
Anthony Hare, 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ctarm™. 
London Gazette.—Frinar, Feb. 7 


Asranamson, Prvxcs, Steward-st.. Brushfield-et., Bishopsgate, Coat Maker. Feb. 28 
Romain & de Meza, 190, Bishopsgate. 

Amesscny, Samvurt, Cornnwattis, North-West Provinces, India. March 15. 
Price & Co., 33, Old Broad-st. 

Asuter, Groner Rawxpotru, Bettws-y-Coed, Carnarvon. March 17. Griffith & Allard, 
Lianrwst. 

Bierxtns, Henry, New South Wales. Marhe 10. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Cavattt, Umerrro Domenico, Newport-dwes, 
Willcocks & Co., 218 Strand. 

Curesmax, Ennest Ricnarp, Shere, 


Morgan 


Pearce & Nicholls, 12, New-ct.., 
Shaftesbury-ev. March 10. Taylor, 


Surrey. March 10. Drake, Son & Parton, 24, 


Arthur H. Thomas, Cam 
March 15. 


Curve, Josrrx Henry, Stithians, Cornwall. March 10 
bo: 


rne. 

Cockrrett, Manta Hewnrerta, Sloane gate-mns., Sloane-sq. Robins, Hay, 
Waters & Hay, 9, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Butts, Antucr Sreruex, Southend-on-Sea, Wire Rope 
Ernest J. Marsh, 2, Fen-ct., Fenchurch-st. 

Bva, Writmsm, Stithiens, Cornwall. Grocer. March 1. Coulter Hancock, Truro 

Panter, James, Scarborough. March 28. Medley Drawbridge & Co., Scarborough 

Picken, James Epwarp, Birdhurst-rd.. Wandsworth, Builder. March 16. Rex 
worthy, Barnard & Bonser, Pancras-chmbrs, 90/91, Queen-st 

Ganprwer, Ricwarpd, Barkston-cdns., Earl's Court. March 12. W. H. Birch, Thorpe, 
Surrey. 

Ganpiver, Setewa Harererr, Bristol. March 31. 

Garenrretp, Emma, Wood-lawn, Dulwich Village. 
Adelphi. 

Garriras, Witttam Foxant, Birmingham, Wire Manufact 
Locker & Parish, Birmingham 

Hiatrorp, Writs, Fieldway-orsnt., 
Bexley Heath. 

Hancock, Karuertne, Beckenham, Kent 
Queen-st., Westminster. 

Haysuce, Witr1usm Epwis, Pembridge-gdns., 
Toller & Sons, %, Bloomsbury-sq. 
Barron, Groner Frevericx, Bournemouth 

Co., 8, Bedford-row. 
Haseiun, Isapetta, Southsea. March 14. Kendall, Price 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Hussy, Joun Herr, Southport. 
Butuan, Lewis, Eastbourne. March 8 
ae, Witt, Aughton, Lancaster 
ortz, Atrrep, Warley, near Halifax, 
Halifax. 
Isenam, Ect, Birdhurst-rd, 
st., Westminster. 
Keesry, Gronce Lovecnarr, Forest-dve West. Leytonston 
March 6. W. H. Mason, 76, Finsbury-pymt . 

Lawpre, Sanam ANN, Plymouth. March 8. Shelly & Johns, 

Lawner, Cuanters Ricwarp Vax, Longridge-rd., Kensington. 
& Parton, 24, Rood-In 

Lrrwary, Hener Berarp, March 25 
Swansea. 

Lowe, Frances, Matlock Bath, Derby. March 1. 

Lrxz, THomas, Maidenhead, Boot and Shoe Retailer. 
Maidenhead. 

McGereor, Emtty, Liandudno. March 30. Tucker, 
chester. 

Moopr, Srpwrr, Bath, 


Manufacturer. March, 15 


Hargrove & Co., 16. Victoria-st 
March 7. Dowsons, 18, Adam-st 


March 22. Sanders, 


Highbury, Clerk. March 12. H. P. Ruseell, 


March 17. Radcliffes & Hood, 28, Old 


Bayswater, Manager. March 10. 


March 15. Shaen, Roscoe, Massey & 


& Francis, 61, Carey-st., 
March 10. Wm. Almond & Sons, Manchester 
Hillman, Burt & Warren, Eastbourne. 
Feh, 26. William Rudd & Co., Liverpool. 
Farmer. March 17. W. H. Boox cock & Son, 


Clapham. March 25. Bircham & Co., #4, Parliament 


Commercial Clerk 


Plymouth 
March 10. Drake, Son 


Swansea. Randell, Saunders & 
J. Potter, Matlock 
March 16. T. W. Stuchbery, 
Tucker & Richardson, Man- 


Advertising Contractor. June 24. W. T. Chesterman & 
Lloyd & Davies, Manchester. 


Choriton-on-Medlock. Feb. 2 ; 
Thorne, Weleford & Gatt, 22, 


4 Davin, 
March 25. Biddle, 


Nicnot. Roserr, Lee, Kent. 
Aldermanbury. 
Nremoits, Cuantorre Jane, New Barnet. 
Pasay, Many Janz, Aintree, Lancs. 
Liverpool. 
“Yee, James, Blandford. April 1. Traill, 
Yen, Joser#, Queen Elizabeth-walk, Stoke Newington. 
Jones & Son, %, Old-bdgs, Lincoln's inn. 
att, Cuantrs, Hales Owen, Worcs., Labourer. March 25. 
men, Hales Owen. 
Snuuavan, Geonor, Wilmslow, Chester, Iron Merchant. Merch 22. 


chester. 
Sutra, Samver, Walsall. March 1. Pearman, Smith & Sons, Walsall. 
Smaonc. James Beaver, Banstead, ‘haone March 25. H. W. & S. Patey, 42, 
Finsbury-sq. : 
Swaxstox, Jonw ALexanper, Sundridge, Kent 


Finsbury-sq : *e 
mas. Rorvus  Susrvor, Washington, U.S.A. 


Boyes & Son, Barnet, Herts. 


March 15. 
Archer, Maples & Dua, 


March 10. Gill, 


March 17. 
Homfray & Good- 
Sale & Co., Man 


March 7. C. H. Bernard Aylwin, 32 


March 7. Dowsons, 18, Adam-st., 


March 10. Pearce & Nicholls, 


CONSTANTINO, Chepstow-csnt., Bayswater. 
12, New-ct., Lincoln's inn. 

. Exocn Writ1M, Plymouth. March 8. 1 
att, James Witsow, Perth. Western Australia. 
Lee & Eddis, 46. Queen Victoria-st. 

. Cuantzs, Heslington. March 25. 
Anruvur, Leeds, Furniture Broker 


Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 
March 11. Sanderson, Adkin 
G. Laycock Brown, York 
Vurre, March 10. Cranswick, Crawford @& 
Robt. Ferguson Blackburn. 

March 1. Robt. Ferguson, Black 


March 25. Lamport, Bassitt & 


J. M. Poncia, Ashford: 
50, Old Broad- 


. Wrims Irvrxc, Blackburn, Draper. 

Rasen Writ, Southampton, Insurance Agent 

} Hiscock, Southampton. 

. Jvutm Aww Bovrw, Ashford, Kent. March 31. 

i mt, Enic Fraxcts, Johannesburg. March 4. Bircham & Co., 
J. Rose, Oxford, 


at. 
, Heynierta, Headington Hill, Oxford. Feb. 1s. 





|} Canter, 


| Cotrmay, 
} 


| Consert, Caarntes Cranston, Crystal City 


| CUNNINGHAM 


Randell, | 


| Hanger, WILttaM, 


Castleman, Smith & Wilson, Blandford. | 
Ll. Gwynne | 


st. 
| Porrer, 


ScHOLerteLD, ARntHvun Horie, 


| Torrermam, Caartes Lorrvs 


Arrer, 


| Askew, Manrgs, Peckham 
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EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 184. 


DIRBCTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Beq, 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. Wiliam Maples, 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, om K.C Allan Ernest wy Esq. 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C. MP. | The Rt. Hun. Sir Walter @, F. Phillimore 
Edmu:d Church, Bq. Bart., D.C.L 
Philip G. Collins, . = * Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E., 
——, — Crookenden, Esq. M.P. 
iam Wibdin, Esq. Charles R. Rivington, Req. 
Charlies Baker Dimond, Eaq. Mark Lemon Romer, Keq., K.C. 
John Roger Burrow Grego: “4 Esq. The Hon, Sir Charles Russell, Bart. 
L. W. North tHickley, Francis Minchin Voules, Eeq. 
Archibald Herbert y Rms ‘Esq. Charlies Wigan, Esq. 
$5,000,000. 


FUNDS EXCEED - - 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances, 
without profits, at exceptioually low rates of premium. 
W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 





Weieur, Wittrm Jonx, Water-ln., March 8. 
P A. Baker, Norfolk House, Laurence Pountney-hil 
ZaAmN, GroRGr, Elsworthy-rd.. Primrose Hill. Tobacco 


Watson & Watson, 33 and 24, EMon-st 


Brixton, Licensed Victualler. George 


Merchant March 4 


London Gazette.—Tourapar, Feb. 1 

Maroh 17. Griffith & Allard, Llanrwst. 
K. Nye & Donne, Brighton. 

Duffield, Bruty & Co., 


ASHLer, Groroe Ranvoira, Bettws-y-Coed 
BaRassi, Giacomo, Brighton. March 10. J 
Barron, Cuanizs Atrnep, Hyde Park-pl. March 2i Broad 
Warwick-av March 7 
Kensington 
Lancaster 


sv. 

Beprorp, E.izasera Leaman Paddington Shepheards & 
Walters, 23, Young-st., 

Brewer, Jogx, Ulverston, 
Ulverston 

Broaprick, Major Frepericx 
March 20. John Bartlett & Son 

Brown, Taomas, Wishech St. Peter 
& Dennis, Wisbech 

BuaRowes, Margaret Anxr, Liverpool 

Cameron, Miss Atan Lovisa Carmenrve, Bath 
16, St. Andrew-st 

Groner Titson Saatx, Pebworth 

& Oliver New, Evesham 

WILLIAM, Middleton-in-Teesdals Ferme! 
& Maddison, Newcastle-on Tyne 

Cowarp, Epwarp, Leamington Spa. Feb. 28. ( 

Manitoba, Canada. 


Draper. March 15. Martin & Atkinson, 


Bexsami~ Dumanes@, RF A Base Depét, Havre, 
26 and 27, Bush-in 
Cambridge, Gardener. March 15. Southwell 
March 8 Edgar Hosking, Liverpool 
March 15. Pontifex, Pitt & Co., 
March 5. 


Manor, Gloucester Geoffrey 


March 17. Patrick, Bennett 

Nuthall Foreman, 37, Conduit-st. 

Feb. 25. Dowsons, 18, 
Adam-st. 

Crosse, Watter, Gravesend, Kent. March 25 

CUMMINS, Major Ian Asnisy Marsaman, Charing 
& Son, 26 and 27, Bush-ln 

Lyman Howtpexy, New York, U.S.A 
Bed ford-row. 

Dent, Witttam, Alne, Yorks 

Dexserr, Tomas Hiwpxe, 

Jarrow-on-Tyne 

Avevstvs Henry Percy, Portsmouth 

Leonard R. Maidment, Portsmouth 

Evans, Right Honourable Sir Samvet 
March 18. Charles Russel] & Co., 37, 

Foster, Wittiam Leo Gorrimt, Manchester 
chester. 

GUanvitie, Wrttram, Plymouth. March 6. C. G. Brian, Plymouth 

Giover, Wittiam, Cardiff. March 10. J. B. Stephens, Cardiff. 

Hatter, Anprew, Birmingham. Feb. 28. ©. Upfill Jagger, Birmingham 
v1s0N, Mary Any, Bishopston, Bristol. March 31. Barnett & Leonard, Bristol. 

Harrison, THomas, Birmingham. Feb. B. A. J. B. Rankin, Birmingham. 

Troutbeck, Cumberland, Farmer. Feb. 21. T. H. Little & Co., 


Hatten, Winnett & Hatten, Gravesend 
cross. March 20. John Bartlett 
March 12. R. C. Bartlett, 44, 


Walster, York 
Newlands & 


Feb. 22. A. E 
Shields. March 26 


Farmer 
South Newlands, 


ELLIs Kinema Proprietor March 12 


THomas P.C., GOB Lancester-gat« 
Norfolk-st 


March 12. John Henry Lea, Man 


Penrith 
Hotst, Sanam Marta, Bath. March 10 
Jeryvnics, Roseat Frepericx, Sutton, Surrey, Engineer. 

& Son, 3, 4 and 5, Queen-st 
LaTHskiper, ELeanorn FLORENCE, 

Boatman, 79, Lombard-st. 
Liwpsay, Witttam James, Edendale, near Invercargill, 

March 11. Theodore Goddard & Co., 10, Serjeants’ inn, 
Lrons, Benzamiw Barnarp, Bath March 2 Marsden, 

Henrietta-st., Cavendish-sq 
Mitts, Horace, Pensnett, Staffs 

ffs. 
Orren, Mrs. Resecca, Portslade 


Adam, Thring, Sheldon & Ingram, Bath 
March 6. Spencer, Gibson 
Yateler, March 2%. Kimbers & 


Southampton 
Otago, New Zealand. 
Temple. 

Burnett & Davy, WI, 


Farmer. March 11. W. H. Hardy, Pensnett, 


March 8. Ramsden & Co., 8, Gracechurch- 
Cotton, 
Sons & Karuth, 11, 
March 31. E. W. 
Woolcott & Co., 


John Bartlett & 


, Sussex. 


Etiza Emtty, Lee. Kent. April 7. King, Adams, Voysey & 
Macmin, 15, Dowgate-hill. 

Raysom, Peter Avevustvs, Shortlands, Kent. 
Austin Friars. 

Savipes, Hewny, Carlton, Notts, Elastic Hosiery Manufacturer 


Turpin, Nottinghem. 
March 10 


March B. 


Guest & Pearson, Birming- 


March 31. Kerly, 


West Kirby, Solicitor. 


West Kirby. 

Surrn, Constawce Many. Canning-place, Palace-gate. 
Son, 26, and 27, Bush-In. 

Tuwarre, Newsour, Birmingham. Feb. 2%. Thomas, 


ham. 
rr Trefalgar-sq., Chelsea. Jan. @%. Colfer & Son, New 


Roses, Wexford. 

Westiage, Hevnr, Skellow Hall, 
‘o., Rotherham. 

Wirgers, Geornor Wiittam, Monkstown, 
13, Upper Ormond-quay, Dublin. 

Woorrow, Cuartes Hexxr, Bedworth 
eaton 


March 11. Parker, Rhodes & 


White & White, 


near Doncaster. 
J.P. March 8 
March 7 


Dublin 
Warwick W. H. Pownall, Nun- 
London Gazette —Fatvar, Feb. M4. 


James, Ravenstonedale, Weetmorland. March 2. Hewiteon & Harker, 


Kirkby Stephen. Aug. 11. G. D. Freeman & Son, 99, Bedford-row, 
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ATkIws, Gronot, Torquay. Maroh 1s. Herbert J. Jeffery, Bradford Rorm. Isaset Bade rma ‘ Letts Bros Bartlett 
avery, Sir Writtram Eric Tuomas, Saint Jomes-st. Merch 31. Fineent & Co ’ ros mies _— - Apri ~  & 
Birmingham Rowtanp, Watt nohester. 
: ° to eR, Manchester. March 10. Goulty & Goodfellow, Ma 
— Axxte, Wallasey, Chester March 20. Schierwater & E. D. Symond, | Sttcon, Stermex Prescort Waite v’Aitr, Elm Park-rd., Chelsea, Civil Engineer, 
- =. -—™ ‘en an < aa ‘ - i he March 14. Lea & Lea, 13, Old Jewry-cohmbrs. 
RI o ne a ROLINE, Ss 10ren \ : aker & Nairne, 3 Smiw, Epwarp, Reading. March 15. Weedon & Payne, Readi 
_ . . on wri ; — ; SHEPLEY, CHARLES WorrenDen, Gamesiey, Glossop. March 4 OG. fi. Wilson. Glossop 
i i nate er arch ’ H ‘ nv ok Suer > Pesex @ C4 
cautaten Medeneam wieamm’ tinaee. . a ee on oe 1! me, Sees, Billericay, Essex. March 23. H 3 Modder 76, Finsbury. 
"V ker & a Lire} , } : 
“~‘_ — oh f f Syottema, Perer, Lennerd-rd., Beckenham, Wholesale Provision Merchant. Margh 
~~ nes . ’ , eres _ er iver? 17.’ Huntley & Son, Tooley-st 
, . ah ete 2 an Sreruens, Hewry Cnartes, Cholderton, Wilte March 20 Mills & Morley, 99 
son 4 2 ‘ oere- tay . Lincoln's Inn-fields . ’ 
‘ PR LANE I ‘ y ul tr ] ! t . 
—~ BA an, | ’ I ‘ rartor, James Wiittam, Formby, near Liverpool Mark &. J. R. H. Cottrill, 
; . aon . . Manchester 
— a 4 # aor tule , . ‘rold Michel Trieo, Heyry Joux, Liphook, Southampton, Carpenter. March 21. Johnson @ 
BSE son | ag ee ; ; Clarence, Midhurst 
$ ian RT 4 ‘ . ‘ r Sur Warp, Writttam Atrrep, Victoria-st. March 19. Dowsons, 18, Adam-st., Adelphi. 
a @ : oad . : : Writtiusms, Ettrzasrta Ewa, Ashton-on-Ribble, Freston. March 20. James Craves 
. ews . 4 -" ander & Son, Preeton 
— ; a , - — , ; : Womeck, Hensert Wriittam, South Lopham Hall, Norfolk, Farmer Feb. @ 
Southport ; . : ? , a Stevens, Miller & Jones, Norwich 
. Etzanera Frances, B K art é London Gazette.—Tcespar, Feb. 18 
Cuemes. Mies Jt eanse Manes . ' — \xecranot, Rowsatp Groner Urnqunmarr, Hillingdon, Middlesex. March 18. Hopgood, 
Hawes & W - 1084. Cannon-st Mille & Somerville, 11, New-sq 
Ccnnre. Mies Mant etley. Worcestct lider Heat redith 4 \csTry, Ewa Exizasera, Uplaad-rd., East Dulwich. March 6. Stilgoes, 2, Com 
Ml 8, New-s duit-st 
Deacow. Warten JOnn > —_ ' : > r ' Bark, Tuomas Gernnarnp, Waterloo, Lancs, Estate Agent. April 14. Matthew Jong 
borough & Lamb, Liverpool 
ws. Constance Fiz ~ ae. 1 + M ‘ . ’ eres Beevers, Hewry, High Beech, Essex. March 15. Edwin L. Greaves, 14, Serjeant’s 
mouth nn 
pe ta Rocwr. Arex rye Warurepe Ones. Fe ' , rold Bitsox, Jow~w Atsox, Bloxwich, Butcher and Farmer May | Enoch Evans & 
Lascelles Knz K « Bench-welk Son, Walsall 
] ! ; Jossrp#, Huddersfield. March 15. Armitage, Sykes & Hinchcliffe, Had 


Poto Herren farch 10 ) . , ter BLAMIRES, ] 
Office dersfield 
RAKE. Many. P ree March 17 rt , Bootm, Freperiok Artevr, Manchester. Mar 19. John Henry Lea. Manchester, 
yoxmver, Samanw Hawn hk ‘ f Heton | BROwN, Jamps, Maridon, Devon, Farmer. March 14. Harold Michelmore & Qo, 
‘ 8 I ! Newton Abbot 
Dyer. Sanure Wa | tford h 2 Fre / ! sthametor Bocmwayas, Annie Eviza, 28, Hyde Park-gdas. April 1. Elkin & Henriques, § 
t.. Bloomsbury : Salters’ Hallot.. Cannon-st 
Kewerster. James. Fit t. March W | field. Bir am curity, ALrrep Pargtysos, Liverpool, Decorator. March 30. C. Fred Gardae, 
FPaRmRant, Jane. Briet Jeffer } t Lancaster. 
Fawcett. Jou~ Enwarp Y ; ’ ' : 1 He rt CAMPBPFLE, ALEXANDER, Eastbourne March 31. Stephenson, Harwood & Co., 31, 
Jeffery. Bradf Lombard-st 
Forpmam, Arrave Grore ch 2 t » Jone ha! Camesrtt, Roser?, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Horse Dealer. March 20. T. C. Smith, 
Graniu. Sanam Woewwre nool pril 7 & ay orne Berwick-upon Tweed 
Grees. Feav«. Birmin , Mill rh ! ' , Cocx, Resecca, Burton Overy, Leicester. March 25. Ingram, Berridge, Flode & 
Haywarp. Wittman { etl k at l } u Freareon, Leicester 
ham Cou.txs, ANN®, Ipswich. March 31. Harold Warnes, Bye, Suffolk. 
firsxrru. Atacer T ‘ railor aie | stout ' ¢ | Crawronp, Groror, Gosforth, Northumberland. March 31. Dickineon, Miller & 
Lanonaster Office Turnbull, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Ks Many Aw Norw } evens ones. N ! Crosmaw, Oswatp Mosier, Glasgow. March 18. Winter, Bothamley & Co., M 
Hrenwenr Jawe Cardiff Vareh 2 nn k I ‘ i Bed ford-row 
Srernex, Bant fore { ; ellatt ‘ f Dervrrr, Wrettam, 20, St. Swithin’e-lane. March 25. Streeter & Howe, Croydon. 
Nexerry, Raopa, Leeds. March 21. J. B. Brooke & Dyer, Leeds 
Ke@LINeton, Saran Canoutee, Walsall. Feb. 28. Cramp, Duignan & Crump, Welsall, 
ELKIN, Ricuarp Symons. Abercorn-pl., St. John’s Wood. April 1. Elkin & Hem 
riques, 3, Salters’ Hall<t., Oannon-st 
Ettior, (uantorre Atice, Worthing. March 31 Saxton & Son, 11, Queen Vie 


toria-et 
k sniwr, Mre. Cuartorrr, Eastbourne March 31. Lawrence, Graham & Ce. 


6, New-eq 
Foster. Mary Axw, Stockshridge, near Sheffield March 18. Smith, Smith & Biel 
, Sheffield 
RNPET ‘THOMAS Sxow, Bournemouth. March 18. Di 
. 2 4 Pa ldnet . Po 
try~ Woop, - ' l . GAINES Gronor Leede, Brewer. March 17. Harrison & Sons, Leeds 
1k jacyvenrr. Werrer, Chillerton-rd., Tooting Be« March 30. W. R. Millar & Sons, 
St. Thomas’-st.. London Bridge 
Mrs. Eprra Canourne, Letehworth. March 24. W. W. Box & Co., 3, Great 


kinson, Yeatman & Manset, 


s-«t 
Frank Epwarp, Walsall, Ironmonger. March 25. E. Irwin Miller, 


Walsall 
, ALEXAWDs pn Frepertcx, Holloway-rd. March 14. Clifford Turner & Hopton, 
March 25 ’ 80. Fineburs - 
Wirtmaw Gretave born t-«t .GCR Howsox. FRrant. Sheffield. March 22. Howe & Co. Sheffield 
ty Worre Javes. ~ee , Quarryvman, Warch # John Jas. Briers. Padiham. 


aster-pl 


J. Cousins & Fletoher Leeds 
Wild & Collin, 


thay - ¢ 
‘tewren, Parrick Merear, Ormekirk. Merch 25. W. 


sm Rotte rd ‘ ul > 1» - ‘ 
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Lombard. st - 
Cwraries James, Bristol wk <r. March 31. Danger & Cartwright, 
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THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., L1v- 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT. EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY. GLASS, 


MOTOR. PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which ¢ are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers ati Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 
LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases. and Mortgages of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,{will be sent ‘on application. 
For Further Information, write: 24, MOORGATE ye od 2. 
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